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PREFACE. 


J., HEN, RAS a  firong. erleben of che 
great importance of the queſtion, I 
thonghe it my duty both as a Man and a Chriſ- 
tian to ſubmit to public conſideration my ideas 
of the Diſonance of the four generally received 
Evangel i/ts, cane ee that I flood alone, un- 
ſupported by, the opinions of any learned theo- 
logians ancient or modern, and well convin- 
ced, by going to the very ſource of the argu- 
ment myſelf, that all the external evidence 
which the caſe admits is ſo ſcanty and defec- 
tive, that though men of great abilities and in- 
genuity may declaim much and write volumes 
and volumes upon the ſubject, it is not poſſible 
for them to prove the authenticity of any of 

the evangelical hiſtories, upon that groundonly, 
to the ſatisfaction of any. candid, - Unprejudiog 
mind,, I expreſſed my hopes, * that, if any 
Genfleman ſhould attempt a refutation of my 
arguments, he would effect it in a manly, ratio- 
nal manner, by clearly reconciling the ſeveral | 
objeetionable paſſages, as the ſcriptures really 
exiſt, without recurring to any human authority 
or to conjettures un warranted by the Tape 
themſelves. _ 

Inſtead of complying. with this reaſonable | 
. e Dr. Prieſtley, i in the letters 


to 


®. 


* Preface, p. 9 


r 
e f 2 
e ” a op 


| of'the names of, Serapion, Origen, 'Euſeþ1 
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5 to which I have replied i in the following pa- 


ges, has thought fit to recur. to hardly any- 
thing elſe. He has endeavoured principally 
to overpower me by the mere human author 71 = 


Jerom, Auſtin, Jones, Liane Michaelis and 


| himſelf; and his invidiouſly re epreſetited Hit as 


fetending to greater Tagatity Gat all the com 
nentators of ſo many centuries: whereas, God 


| knows; I pretend to'hothing but a Tenſe | 


and cmmon honeſty and ſuch 4 dep ee-of 
tearing as, I am happy and thankful to be 


_ ebbſcious, enables me flee for rhy- 
| felf all the records -that are acce 


ible to Wri- 
ters of ſuperior talents ; and to form as juſt a 


judgment of the caſe as it is in their power to 


: do: If I have any advantage, it is only this, 
8 that having been induced many years ago, by | 
à train of 


peculiar circumftances'to abandon | 
entirely not only the eſtabliſhed church but 
the clerical profeſſion, and having ever ſince 
kept myſelf unconnected with eve religious 


leck or party, I have perhaps viewed the ſame 


objects in a more impartial, difintereſted light, 
than it is poſſible for men of the clerical order, 


of any denomination, to view them in. 


The motives which had led me to fuch an 


invetization I fully explained in my preface; 


and ſtated the particular prophecies of the A- 
poſtle Pal, which compared with other pro- 


| phecies of the Goſpel, that have' already re- 
a their completion, ſeem to make it as 


.ccr tain 
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certain as that the word of God is true, that 
ſeveral 4 the canonical ſcriptures of the or- 
 thodox Church of Conſtantine muſt be fabu- 
lous and falſe, And fince the Doctor has quo- 
ted * the laſt ſentence: I here allude to, he 
muſt have read that preface. Yet he paſſes 


by what I have there urged as the inevitable 


conſequent? of St. Paul's predictions, without 
the leaſt notice of any kind. And inſtead of 
paying the flighteſt attention to the account I 
have there given of myſelf, he has thought 
proper to declare, that it does not appear 
by what particular train of thought I was ori- 
ginally led to entertain the doubts which pro- 
uced the work he animadverts on, and there- 
fore, 'amuſes himſelf and his readers with in- 
venting motives for my conduct and account- 
ing for my work in hit manner. But, how 
ever ſuperior Dr. Prieſtley may be to me in 
other kinds of knowledge, I muſt inſiſt upon 
it, that J underſtand what are the perceptions 
and workings of my own mind better than he 
does: and ſtill abide by that account of the 
matter, which I have before given, as the on- 
Iy faithful and true one, though it happens to 
be materially different from Dr. Prieſtley's. 
The Doctor blames and very pathetically 
laments the ungrateful rudeneſs and inſult with 
which I have turned three old friends out of 
ors, and hopes his affectionate. defence of 
Letter iii. p. 40. 
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them will recommend him to the favour of 
their holy authors. But, if he had not been 
3 much ſhocked and offended with my in- 
ecent behaviour to. retain any ſentiment of 
.candour towards me, he would for one mo- 
ment, at leaſt, have put himſelf in y ſituati- 
on and. conſidered that, whatever 7 might 
think of thoſe writings, inſtead of friends they 
appeared to, ne to be palpable cheats and im- 
Poſtors, who under the diſguiſe of friendſhip 
were deceiving-and defrauding myſelf and the 
whole human family in affairs of the utmoſt 
importance to us. 
It is a common Engliſh proverb that ex- 
fremes frequently meet. Yet ſurely it is not 
poſſible that the philoſophic, proteſtant, uni- 
Nh Dr. Prieſtley ſhould ever form a coa- 
lition with the orthodox Roman - Catholic. 
There are ſome circumſtances, however, which 
| ſeem to make it not improbable, that were it 
not for the doctrines of the trinity and tran- 
ſubſtantiation, and the uſe of the furplice, the 
Doctor would make a very good Roman-Ca- 
tholic prieſt, His hypotheſis of a poſthumous 
ſtate of diſcipline to correct and purify the diſ- 
ſitions of the vicious part of mankind, after 
they have ceaſed to be men, has always appear- 
* ed to me very ſimilar to the purgatory of the 
Church of Rome. And the repreſentation he 
has given of the late Dr. Price“, as intereſting 
4 himſelf fince his death in the concerns of this 
world 
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world and pleaſed with the graduall) y augmen- 


ting packets of news, which his ſurviving au- 


ditors are to carry him, as they die in their 


turns, together with the earneſt deſire he ex- 


preſſes, by defending their ſuppoſed writings 

againſt my indecent attacks, to gan the appro- 
John, ſeems 

to argue that he admits alſo, with the ſame 


bation of Matthew, Mark an 


church, an intermediate ſtate of paradiſe for 


the ſouls of the good and virtuous. When I 


find him placing implicit and unlimited con- 


fidence in the deciſions of the Church, and the ö 


teſtimony of its Chri/tian, as he calls them, but, 
as I call them, Antichriſtian Fathers; 2nd by 


declaring & our Faith in the Goſpel hiſtory to be 
independent of the authenticity of any books, re- 


ferring every thing ultimately to the oral tra- 


dition of the Church, methinks I hear the lan- 
guage of another learned Cardinal. And when 
he takes pains to irritate the paſſions and in- 
ſtigate againſt me the angry reſentment of the 
bigotted and ſuperſtitious, by repeated accuſa- 
tions of ſuch indecent levity as muſt ſhock the 
feelings of my readers, and of ſuch im proper 


ridicule and ſarcaſm as are more inexcuſable in 


me than in an unbeliever, I can ſcarce forbear 


exclaiming in the words of the witty poet. 
Hsei mihi! fi fueris tu LEOS, qualis eris ! 


After all, why ſhould Dr. Prieſtley of ling, 


other reader be ſo violently hurt and offended; 
| and 
bi 2 Preface, p. 5 Pope, as Cæſar is uſed for Emperor. 


* PREFACE. 
and experience ſuch unplea/ing feelings ON ac- 


count of a performance which he tells the 


public is ſo trifling, weak and groundleſs ; ; 


which he affures us, at preſent, makes no im- 


preſſion upon (for ſo I underſtand does not 


ftagger } the learned; and which he confident- 


ly predicts, * after ſometime will have no more k 
effect than Mr. Whiſton's new canon of the 
New Teſtament ?” I too could prophecy 3 


But, as we neither of us lay claim to plenary 


miſpiration, I am perſuaded we ſhall both at L 
more wiſely in ſupporting our opinions by 5 
fair reaſoning and ſatisfactory demonſtration, 4 
than in advancing mere, though confident, Y 


aſſertions reſpecting the paſt, the preſent or 
the future. 

The Doctor has cloſed his preface with a an 
apology, which was quite unneceſſary, for 
depending upon Lardner and Michaelis for 
his quotations from the Chriftian Fathers, 1 

nly wiſh with all my heart, that the lofs of 

that” paternal collection had been the greateſt 
injur he had ſuſtained by the infamous riot 
at Birmingham. But I am aſtoniſhed at ſuch 


a prodigy of lial Hecken; and find myſelf ut- 1 
terly at a loſs to conceive how any man of | 
learning and common ſenſe could have been "= 8 
cußiel in collecting the Fathers of the Church, 


even ſuppoſing him to have taken the Mothers 


into the bat gain, for MORE THAN T WEN. 
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YOUNG MAN, 


SIR, 


8 Dr. Prieſtley informs us you repreſent all 
the young perſons who may happen to read my 
treatiſe on the Diſſonance of the four generally received 
Evangeliſts, I know not how he can have attained 
the . of finding “ that, in his former letters, 
he was able to give you ſatisfaCtion, i in his reply to 
my objections” againſt the obſervance of Sunday 
as a Sabbath; but I am well pleaſed to find he 
thinks ſo; becauſe, I aſſure you, he gave me en- 
tire ſatisfaction alſo, by conceding the only point 
Jever thought worth contending for, viz, that the 
obſervance of a Sabbath is not a duty of the Chriſtian 
Religion, For you recollect, Sir, that in thoſe let» 
ters he ſays, “every man ſhould be left at per- 
fect liberty to work or reſt (on the Lord's day) as 
he pleaſes,” and that in his opinion, harveſt work 
ought not to be neglected on that day, in our un» 
certain climate,” That were he a miniſter amongſt 
B farmers, | 


* Pages 57 and $58, 


fs ca alt MY oth Ran RD e 
— 


ES 


| farmers, he would adopt the plan, I propoſed to be 
purſued at all times, of having * public worſhip | 


early in the morning and late in the evening, and 
exhort his hearers to make the moſt of the middle 
part of the day, in taking care of their hay and 
corn.” Now, Sir, however young you may be, 
you muſt be ſenfible, that whatever right farmers 
have to break through the cuſtomary ſabbatical reſt 


in one ſeaſon of the year, for their peculiar profit 
or convenience, the very ſame right have they and 


every order of men to employ the leiſure hours 


of Sunday for ſimilar purpoſes in every ſeaſon of 


the year, without the licence of their preacher or a 


bull of indulgence from any Doctor either of Eng- 


land or Rome. That, therefore, by the Doctor's 


own confeſſion, the obſervance of a ſabbath amongſt 
Chriſtians 1s an inſtitution of mere ſuperſtition, not 


an ordinance of the Chriſtian religion; for if it were 
the latter, no man could have the authority to vio- 


late or diſpenſe with it on any occaſion. And as it 
never was, and I am confident never will be ob- 


ſerved in any nation, where it is not conſidered as 
a religious duty, I look upon the argument between 
us, on that ſubject, as fairly brought to a conclu- 
ſion “*: for as to a few obſtinately perverted quo- 
tations and miſrepreſentations of facts, as well as 
his perſonal abuſe of myſelf, they are not, of them- 
ſelves, deſerving the leaſt notice. 

1 27 7 NY” 1 
To go at once to the fountain of all law, there arc only two original 
rules of action, the law of nature, and that of revelation. The firſt is uni- 


verſal, eternal and immutable, riſing out of the nature of things, which be- 


cauſe they are, are under natural and neceſſary obligations. The laws of 


revelation are poſitive, and are to be obeyed preciſety as they are enjoined ; 


thoſe given to individuals, by individuals, and by no body elſe: thoſe given 
occaiionally, on thoſe occafions, and on no other in the world: thoſe given 
to the jews, by the Jews, and by no other people under heaven: thoſe given 
tor a time, for that period, and for no other: thoſe given to the Apoſtles, 
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In the firſt of his letters to you part the ſecond 


and the firſt appendix, the Doctor combats what I 
have advanced reſpecting the nature of the evidence 


 arifing from miracles in general and from thoſe re- 


corded in the evangelical hiſtories in particular. 
But before I reply to his arguments on that ſub- 
ject, it is neceſſary to point out to you a groſs mif- 
repreſentation of what J have faid, even according 


to his own quotation from my book. How it ſhould 


have ſo happened, I pretend not to determine; but 


in the following pages J ſhall have occaſton to ob- 


ſerve to you many inſtances of a ſimilar kind. P. 5, 
He tells you that 1 ſay * the evidence of miracles 
is not to be depended upon, becauſe they make a con- 
ſiderable part of the narration, the truth of which ts 
queſtioned.” Yet if you turn back to his own ex- 
tract from my book, p. 3, you will fee that my 
words are, that “he miraculous acts there ana there 
only related cannot prove the truth and authenticity 
of thoſe hiſtories, becauſe the authority and credibility 
of the hiflories muſt be firmly eftabliſhed before the mi- 
racles contained in them can reaſonably be admitted as 
real facts. When therefore he argues that“ if the 
narrative be ſufficiently authenticated, the truth of 
the miracles is as well eſtabliſhed as that of any 


other facts, &c, He is not contending with me, 


but with a phantom of his own imagination. 
In the very next paragraph, he tells you that 1 
DOE | fay, 


by the Apoſtles, who have no fucecſſors: and thoſe given to all Chriſtians, 
by all Chriſtians, and for the reaſons aſſigned by the lawgiver, and for no 


bother in the world........Robinſon's Eccleſiaſtical Reſearches, p. 141, 142. 


An argument ſtated with remaxkable neatneſs, perſpicuity and irrefraga- 
ble ſtrength, which at once overthrows, as effectually as if the author had 
written a thouſand volumes for the purpoſe, the obſervance of a Sabbath 
under the Goſpel; a Prieſthood elevated above and diſtinguiſned from the 
people; and every other religious ordinance which is not expreſſly enjoined 
m the authentic ſcriptures of the New Covenant, | | 
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fay, * miracles could only be deſigned to excite at- 


tention, till the proof of completed prophecy can 
be applied,” Whereas his own extract will con- 


vince you, that I have ſaid, they were not only 


intended 7o gain the new religion attention from the 


world, but alſo to be a preſent teſtimony of its divine 
origin and authority. So that his argument in that 


and the ſucceeding paragraphs upon that fingle 
propoſition is what I have no concern with. 


Both the Doctor and JI publicly avow our fincere 


belief and firm conviction of the truth of the divine 


revelation by Jeſus Chriſt, The great difference is 


the foundation on which we have built our reſpec- 


tive conviction and belief. For my part, finding 


that all the hiſtoric evidence exiſting, except thoſe 


ſcriptures which compoſe the volume of what is 
called the New Teſtament, conſiſts of the writings 


of a ſeries of men, who are all of them either the | 
Fathers or intereſted Sons of a Church, whoſe ſu- 


perſtition is an evident apoſtacy from and contra- 


diction to the pure and plain and beneficial religion 
of the Goſpel; perceiving them all, from Juſtin 


Martyr to the Roman-Catholic apoſtle St. Auſtin, 


to be groſſly ſuperſtitious, credulous and fabulous, 
and moſt of them calumniating the individuals of 
the ſeveral ſects of profeſſed Chriſtians, who dif- 
fered from them, with equal malice, uncharitable- 
neſs and falſehood; the teſtimony oſ ſuch writers 


and ſuch hiſtorians afforded no ſatisfaction to my 
mind, upon any point in which their own cauſe or, 


which is the ſame thing, that of their church is in- 


tereſted, as it certainly is in the canon of the Chri- 
ſtian Scriptures, which their, at length, predomi- 


nant ſect thought proper to ſelect and authorize. 


Obſerving alſo from St. Paul's mode of preaching 


the 
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1 
the Goſpel to the Corinthians, that the faith of a 
wiſe and rational chriſtian ought to tand no! in the 


_ wiſdom of man, but in the power of God, without re- 


lying upon the wiſdom and ſagacity of Michaelis, 


Jones, Lardner, Moſheim, the reformers from Po- 
pery, the learned Roman-Catholic writers, or upon 
the ſuperſtitious folly and falſehood or, as it is 


ſometimes called, the pious fraud of the Fathers of 
the Church, I turned my attention more eſpecially 


to the only ſupernatural proof of the actual inter- 


poſition of the Deity in the eſtabliſhment of reveal- 
ed religion, which remains clear of doubts and diſ- 
truſt, as depending not at all upon the truth and 


infallibility of erring, deceived and deceitful man, 


but ſolely on the pozwer of God. I mean the teſti- 
mony of prophecy. Here, Sir, I thank that God 
whom I faithfully endeavour to ſerve, I perceived 
a foundation for my faith in Jeſus perfectly firm, 
ſecure and ſatisfactory: and have built it accord- 
ingly upon this rock. Dr. Prieſtley, on the con- 
trary, thinking ſlightly of the evidence derived 


from completed prophecy, as indeed he muſt do, 


ſince he aflerts® that an apoſtle of Jeſus Chriſt, un- 


der the freſh and immediate influence of divine in- 


ſpiration, could evidently miſapply the prophecies of 


the old covenant, has choſen to found his chriſtian 


faith upon the hiſtoric evidence of a ſeries of, at 
leaſt, fallible writers from Serapion to Michaelis. 
His faith, therefore, is ſo far from ſtanding in the 


power of God, that, with him, even the certainty 
of any miraculous diſplay of rhe pozver of God de- 
2 entirely upon the truth and infallibility of 


uman wiſdom and perception. He accordingly 


tells you, that“ the proper and univerſally ſatiſ- 
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factory evidence of all paſt events, miraculous as 


well as others, is the teſtimony of perſons who were 
eye · witneſſes to them.” And, that the evidence 
of the truth of chriſtianity is of this ſatisfactory 


Eind, &c. Again, 1 * It is not becauſe four per- 
fons though the moſt unexceptionable evidences 


aſſert that Chriſt and his Apoſtles wrought mira- 
cles, that we believe the facts. We believe them 
on the evidence of the thouſands and tens of thou- 


fands, themſelves well acquainted with the facts, 


By whom it cannot be denied that the contents of 
theſe books were credited.” Again, p. 12, ſpeak- 


ing of the books of the New Teſtament, he ſays, 


* they were publiſhed in the lifetime of thouſands 


and myriads, who were as competent witnefles of 


the facts as the writers themſelves,” &c. And in 


Kis appendix, p. 167, he intimates that our belief 


of the deliverance of the Iſraelites ſrom Egypt, with 
their paſſage through the red ſea, depends upon the 
fame kind of conviction that we have for our be- 


lief of the invaſion of Greece by Xerxes. Now, Sir, 


how your mind may be conſtituted I know not; 
but to mine facts of different natures, to render 
them credible, require very different kinds of teſ- 


timony. With reſpe& to Xerxes's invaſion of 


Greece, as the Greek hiſtorians, who have record- 
ed. it, could have no ſuppoſeable motive to falſify 


as to the main fact itſelf, though they might in 
ſome of their embelliſhments of the ſtory, and as 


the truth or falſehood of it is of no kind of conſe- 
quence to rne, I readily acquieſce in a perſuaſion that 
xr really did take place; though I do not give im- 
plicit credit to every extraordinary circumſtance, 


with which the ſtory is related. But for the mira- 


culous 
t P. 7 and 8. 
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culous facts recorded of the Exodus of the Iſrael- 
ites, were it not for the teſtimony which the ſpirit of 
prophecy bears to the general truth of the Penta» 
teuch and the divine authority of the Jewiſh reli» 
gion, I ſhould have referred them to the ſame claſs 


IF with the Romulus et Remus of the Romans, and all 
2 thoſe wonderful circumſtances which are ſaid to 

have attended the origin of every other nation re- 

4A corded in ancient hiſtory, and which, I ſhould 

| imagine not even Dr. Prieſtley himſelf can give 
credit to. 


Upon the ſtrength of the hiſtoric evidence he 
has thus ſtated to you, the Doctor, in an aſſumed 
tone of pious ſolemnity, aſſures you (p. 179) that 
he believes and regards with reverence thoſe mira- 

cles peculiar to the Goſpel attributed to St. Mat- 
thew, which I reject as incredible. And ſince his 
capacity of belief is large enough to admit alſo the | 
miraculous hiſtory of Jonah in the whale's belly, _ 
one muſt conclude that he believes too the ſtory 
of Balaam's aſs ſpeaking and reaſoning with her 
rider. Be ſo good then as to aſk this Doctor of eaſy 
faith, whether he believes the African miracle ſo 
ſtrongly and judiciouſly ſtated by Mr. Gibbon, 
that a number of the orthodox, whoſe tongues 
their inhuman Arian antagoniſts had cut out, ſpoke 
diſtinctly and perfectly well, after that cruel ope- 
ration, without any tongues at all? Since, as he 
tells you, human nature has been the ſame in all ages; 
and (p. 6) that © if the evidence of ſight was ſuffi- 
cient to convince the ſpectators that the miracles 
were real, a ſufficient evidence that thoſe ſpecta- 
tors were convinced, that is the evidence of zeſti- 
mony, can be all that is neceſſary to convince others; 
for this places them preciſely in the ſituation of thoſe 
who 
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who were the ſpeRators :” he certainly, according to 


his own principles, ought to believe it; becauſe the 


fact was atteſted by great numbers of eye and ear- 
witneſſes, both in Africa and at Conſtantinople, whoſe 


teſtimonyis recorded not only in the writingsof private 
individuals, but even in the public annals of the eaſt- 
ern empire. Now, notwithſtanding all this evidence 


of teſtimony, I really find myſelf ſo conſtituted, that I 
cannot believe it. And I am ſtrongly inclined to 
think, that Dr, Prieſtley, in this inſtance, is as in- 
credulous as myſelf, Yet, Sir, the evidence of teſti- 
mony to the truth of the miracle of Balaam's aſs is 
far leſs ſatisfactory. For, from the circumſtances 
of the ſtory, it does not appear, that any perſon 


was ſenſible of the fact except Balaam and the aſs | 


herſelf ; and they have neither of them left any 
written account of the tranſaction: or if the pro- 


phet's ſervants and the meſſengers of Balak were 


alſo ear-witneſſes of the wonderful fact, they were 


very few indeed in compariſon of thoſe who atteſt- 


ed the African miracle, Beſides they were all 
Midianites or Moabites, who at that time were hoſ- 


tile to and had no communication with the Jews, 
Vet it is a Jewiſh hiſtory alone, in which that /in. 


gular miracle is recorded. 


Aſk him alſo, Sir, as a philoſopher, whether he 
really believes that the ſun and moon ſtood ſtill at 
the command of Joſhua? in order for the firſt even 


to ſeem to do ſo, he knows that the rapid diurnal 


revolution of the earth, at the rate of a thouſand 
miles an hour, muſt have been inſtantaneouſly ar- 


reſted and our globe have continued motionleſs for 


the ſpace of twelve hours, Aſk him then, what 


effects he imagines the ſudden ſtop and as ſudden 


return to ſuch a violent motion from a ſtate of reſt 
is would 
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would have had upon every thing and creature up- 
on the ſurface of the whole earth? And, if he be- 
lieves the Almighty was as eager for the extirpa- 
tion of the Amorites as Joſhua himſelf, whether it 
be not more probable, that he would have deſtroy- 
ed them by lightening, earthquakes or various other 


modes of deſtruction, at all times in his power, 


and not unfrequent in the ordinary courſe of his pro- 


vidence, than that he ſhould have hearkened to fo 


mad and ignorant a requeſt; arreſted the career of 
the planet we inhabit, and miraculouſly counter- 


acted the ſhocks which ſuch a violent double change 


muſt have naturally occaſioned on its ſurface; only 
to gratify the Jewiſh General with the pleaſure of 
butchering his flying enemies twelve hours longer 
than day-light would have otherwiſe permitted him 


to enjoy ? 


Be pleaſed alſo to obſerve, Sir, that amongſt the 
miraculous facts recorded in the ſcriptures there 
are ſome, which a wary, reflecting, unprejudiced 
mind might not unreaſonably confider as only un- 


common effects of human ſkill, or the mere illuſi- 


ons of what the ancients denominated the magic 
art, cunning artifice and a kind of dexterous leger- 
demain. For the very ſame evidence of teſtimony 


which aſſures us of the miracles wrought by Moſes 
to prevail upon Pharaoh to diſmiſs the Iſraelites, 


aſſures us likewiſe that, 1 in the three firſt inſtances, 
the Egyptian magicians performed the ſame: and 


therefore it is highly probable that their king ſup- 


poſed Moſes and Aaron to be only magicians 


of ſuperior ſkill. There are others, which might 


be ſuſpefed of being only the accidental effects of 


natural cauſes ſagaciouſſy obſerved and artfully 


miſrepreſented as the immediate interpoſition of 
C divine 


E 


divine power, to anſwer the purpoſes of the chief 
actor of the hiſtory, Of this kind are the extra- 


ordinary flight of quails, the ſu upply of manna, the 
_ deſtruction of Korah and his factious party, and 
ſome others. Nay Joſephus, though a Jew, la- 


bours to account for the paſſage of the Iſraelites 


through the red ſea by the favourable concurrence 
of natural circumſtances, which happened at that 
time to occaſion a temporary dry path in that part 
of the channel; and intimates that ſimilar circum- 
ſtances have been known repeatedly to produce 


ſimilar effects, in other places, ſince the time of 


Moſes. 

Now, Sir, with all theſe rational cauſes of doubt 
and uncertainty, conſidering farther that the human 
ſpecies taken collectively has acquired its preſent 


extenſive knowledge by ſlow degrees and through 


the accumulating experience of a long ſucceſſion 
of ages; that therefore all human records of far diſ- 


tant times are records of ages of ignorance, which 


in their very nature are ever ages of credulity; and 


that it is, in many caſes, impoſſible for us to deter- 


mine how far it was the intereſt of the human agent 
in the ſuppoſed miracle to deceive the people, or of 
thoſe who compoſed the hiſtories to favour that de- 
ception by appearing to believe the fact themſelves; 
J leave it to you to judge whether the miraculous 


facts alone recorded in any ancient hiſtory, eſpeci- 


ally where the authenticity of the hiſtory itſelf is 


not clearly and ſatisfactorilydemonſtrated uponother 


grounds, can furniſh a proper and ſecure founda- 
tion to any rational mind for a belief in a ſuperna- 
tural revelation from heaven? and whether, ac- 
cording to the plain dictates of reaſon, the faith of 


every profeſſed Chriſtian, which is built only upon 


the 
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the ound of the Doctor's evidence of teſtimony, 
does not ſtand upon a doubtful, inſecure founda- 
tion exactly ſimilar to that of the belief of thoſe 


devout Catholics, who are as firmly convinced of 
the truth of the African miracle of the tongueleſs 


orators and of the wonders wtought at the tomb of 


Matthew of Paris or at the ſhrine of our Thomas 
a Becket, az Dr. Prieſtley can be of the ſtory of 
Balaam's aſs, Joſhua's ſun and moon, Jonah's hae 
or the wonders peculiarly recorded in the Goſpel 
attributed to St. Matthew. 

With reſpect to the thouſands and myriads who re- 
ceived the Goſpels, becauſe they were eye-witneſles 
of and as well acquainted with the miraculous facts 
as the apoſtolic authors themſelves, it is aſtoniſhing. 
that even a profeſſional Divine, in any place but 
his pulpit where he 1s ſecure from contradiction, 


ſhould preſume to carry the uſual technical cant 


and declamation to ſuch an abſurd extravagance 
of hyperbole! Why, Sir! Young as you are, you 
muſt have learned from the four evangelical hiſ- 


tories themſelves, that to ſome of the miraculous 
facts they relate the Apoſtles alone could be wit- 
neſſes; that the moſt public of them could be 
ſeen only by part of the inhabitants of Paleſtine, 


chiefly in Galilee or in the neighbourhood of Jeru- 
ſalem: arid that of thoſe crouds who followed our 


Saviour and were witneſſes to many of his wonder- 


ful acts, whether they conſiſted of thouſands or of 


' thyriads, ſo very few were effectually convinced by 
them of the divine power and authority of his com- 


miſſion, that, after his death, the whole number of 
thoſe who believed in him amounted only to one 


hundred and twenty; and of that ſmall number 
many were dead before the year ſixty- two, the date 


which 


n 


which Dr. Prieſtley allots for the publication of 
the earlieſt of thoſe hiſtories. Where then are the 
thouſands and tens of thouſands themſelves well acquaint- 
ed with the fafts, who can have furniſhed the world 
with this ſo boaſted univerſally ſatisfactory evidence 
of teſtimony * Nay, the moſt important of all the 
\ miracles of the Goſpel, the reſurre&ion of our Lord 
Jeſus from the dead, we are expreſsly told by an 
Apoſtle himſelf, was not manifeſted to the people 
in general, but only to a few choſen witneſſes who 
eat and drank and converſed with him for many 
days after his reſurrection to life. If therefore the 
temporal intereſts of the firſt diſciples of Jeſus 
_ Chriſt had been promoted by the propagation of 
the religion of the new covenant, as thoſe of the 
clerical order of profeſſed Chriſtians of ever deno- 
mination have evidently been by that eſtabliſhment 
of the apoſtate Church, which was ſtrongly con- 
tended for by all the Fathers of the third century, 
and by the interpoſition of the civil power unhap- 
pily accompliſhed in the fourth, their evidence 
would have been of no weight at all. Er. 
But I perſuade myſelf I can convince you, Sir, 
not only from the dictates of human reaſon but 
from the voice of revelation alſo, that miracles, of 
themſelves, do not afford even to the ſpectators a 
ſufficiently firm and ſatisfactory foundation for 
their religious faith. 35 „ 
The Doctor indeed has quoted Exodus xix. 9. 
to prove the direct contrary; and (though he cen- 
ſures me for underſtanding the writer of the Goſ- 
pel attributed to St. Matthew by everlaſting to mean 
eternal puniſhment) merely from the expreſſion for 
ever, in our Engliſh tranſlation, infers that the de- 
clared 
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clared purpoſe of God's manifeſting himſelf to the 
Iſtaelites by a preternatural voice, at the tremend- 


ous viſion of Mount Sinai, was to convince not 
only the ſpeCtators and auditors but all ſucceeding 
generations: and ſays, that this miracle hath actu- 


ally proved and ever will prove ſufficient to con- 


firm the faith of every generation of Jews from 
that day to the end of time. Now to me, Sir, the 


obvious and only meaning of that ſentence appears 
to be, that the intent of the Deity in diſplaying 
that miraculous, terrific ſcene to the whole people 


of the Jews, was to give them, in a moſt ſtriking 


manner, the only kind of inſtantaneous proof that 
could be given them of his actual communication 


with Moſes, that they might be induced always, 


that is, during his whole miniſtry and mediation to 


hearken to the commands which God ſhould dic- 
tate to him and believe them to be indeed the com- 
mands of the Almighty. But, inſtead of producing 


the never failing effect that the Doctor tells you of, 


the very hiſtory of the Jews immediately ſubſe- 
quent to that awful viſion ſurniſhes the ſtrongeſt 


proof that can be adduced of any thing, that no 
miracles are, of themſelves, ſufficient to work a 
laſting conviction and to make a proper impreſſion 


upon the minds of mankind in general, For the 
whole adult generation, who were ſpectators of and 
terrified at ſuch a wonderful manifeſtation of ſu- 
ernatural power, proved ſo rebellious and diſo- 
bedient to the divine ordinances enjoined by Moſes, 
and fo continually and generally apoſtatized from 


the ſervice of the true God to the worſhip of idols, 
that, in puniſhment, they were condemned to wan- 


der in the wilderneſs till they all died, that none 
of them might inherit the Pleſſings of the pro- 
| miſed 


1 


miſed land. Nor did their poſterity ever continue 
ſteadfaſt in the Moſaic faith, for any long period of 
time, from their ſettlement in Paleſtine to their 
captivity by the king of Babylon. So little, Sir, 
muſt you regard the mere confident aſſertions and 
rhetorical deelamation of any polemic Divine! 
If, from Dr. Prieſtley's letters, you will with 
me turn to the book of Deuteronomy, you will 
find that Moſes from the beginning of the twelfth 
chapter, is giving the Jews particular directions 
for their civil and religiovs conduct after their ſettle- 
ment in the land of Canaan and the perfect eſtab- 
liſhment of their ritual worſhip by the building of 
the temple at Jeruſalem, * 7zhe place zwhich the Lord 
their God would chuſe to cauſe his name to dwell there. 
And that in the beginning of the thitteenth chap- 
ter he cautions them againſt being ſeduced by any 
pretended prophet or ſoothſayer to exchange their 
religion for that of any other people in the world; 
not even if the prophet ſhould give them a ſign or 
miracle and the fign or miracle ſhould actually be 
_ performed : for that, in ſuch a caſe, God would 
only permit them to be deluded and deceived, to 
prove whether they were dutiful and firmly attach- 
ed to him. In the very ſame manner Chriſtians 
under the Goſpel are cautioned by the Apoſtle a- 
gainſt the ſpeedily enſuing apoſtaſy from the reli- 
gion of Chriſt to that of Antichriſt, though the lat- 
ter was to be eſtabliſhed by means of & 2ower and 
Agnus and falſe miracles and every mode of wicked deceit. 
If then the miracles of the Egyptian magicians ap- 
peared to the ſpeRators to be as certainly wrought 
as thoſe of Aaron and Moſes ; if the Jews are com- 
manded by God himſelf not to truſt the miracles 
vey” j 1.0.0. DA GNE 
Dent. xii. 11. 5 2 Theſſ. ii, 9, 19, 
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wrought by any pretended prophet, becauſe they 
might be deceived; if all the European nations in- 


to which the weſtern Roman empire was to be di- 


vided were, for ſeveral centuries, to believe the 
groſs fictions and abſurd fables of the Antichriſtian 
a poſtaſy, in conſequence of their deluſion by pre- 
tended ſupernatural power, and lyiag figns and won- 
ders; with what ſatisfaction can any rational mind 
confide in the mere teſtimony of even the miracles 
which a man himſelf ſees ? Much leſs in the truth 
of ſuch as are recorded only in books delivered 


down through the medium and by the ſelection 


and approbation of writers, who were all of them 
either authors or dupes of thoſe falſe miracles and 
pious frauds by which the predicted apoſtaſy hath 
been accompliſhed,  _ . 

This, Sir, being the caſe with miracles, you 


will not wonder that the Deity, by his prophets 
both of the eld covenant and the new, when he 


lays down the criterion by which we may diſtin- 
guiſh the true from a falſe religion, never makes 
the leaſt mention of miracles, nor of Dr. Prieſtley's 


proper and univerſally ſatisfattory evidence of teſtimony 


concerning them; but, as I have ſhewn in the fixth 


and following pages of my Diſſonance, refers us 
ſolely to the teſtimony of completed prophecy : 


which he would not have done if any other had 
been neceſſary or to be depended upon with equal 
certainty and ſatisfaction of mind 8. . 

e You 


5 Dr. Prieſtley indeed, in his appendix, p. 168, has thought fit to allege 

a paſſage from the Goſpel according to St. John, c. v. in which our Savi- 
our appeals only to miracles and human teſtimony, without mentioning 
prophecy, for the proof of his divine miſſion. It is a mode of arguing both 
new and curious to quote'a paſſage from a controverted bock itſelf to prove 
its own authenticity. But I think myſelf much obliged to the Doctor for 
remarking another palpable contradiction to the tenor of the beſt authen- 
ticated ſcriptures both ſewiſh and Chriſtian, in addition to the man y I have 
pointed out in that evidently ſpurious Goſpel. 5 
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party it is fitteſt for you to fide with. ''''_ 
In truth, God hath never reſted the credit of his 
fupernatural revelation to his creatures upon mere 
miracles alone, even to thoſe ſpeCtators of them 


C0 J- 


You will now, Sir, perhaps be convinced that 
this argument of the Doctor reſpeAing the pro- 
per foundation of religious faith is not a diſpute 
with ſuch a capricious, weak caviller, as he again 
and again aſſures you I am, but with the ſupreme 
Deity himſelf : and you are to determine which 


who were chiefly intended to be convinced of its 


truth and certainty : but many of his greateſt mi- 


racles themſelves have been made the wonderful 


completion of a preceding prophecy. Thus the 
inefficacy of the miracles wrought by Mofes and 


Aaron and of all the plagues inflicted upon Egypt 
to induce Pharaoh to diſmiſs the Iſraelites, until 
the deſtruction of the firſt-born, was predicted to 
Moſes when in Midian and by him to Pharaoh and 


his own countrymen. He predicted alſo to the Iſ- 
raelites the utter deſtruction of the Egyptian hoſt, 
in that very paſlage of the red ſea through which 


they eſcaped, He foretold them, that the 
ſame manna which gathered upon any other day 
would keep uncorrupted barely one day, collected 


on the fixth day of the week would continue good 


two days; and that there would be none upon the 
8 on the ſeventh day, becauſe God had or- 
ained their reſting within their tents on that day 


to be a fign of the covenant he was about to make 


with them. He predicted alſo the new and pecu- 
liar manner in which God would puniſh the rebel- 
lion of Korah and his faction before it took place, 


&c. &c. In like manner, under the revelation of 
the new covenant, our Lord's triumphant entry into 


Jeruſalem ; 
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Jeruſalem; the place and peculiar mode of his 


death; his reſurrection on the third day; the 


effuſion of the holy inſpiration on the day of Pen- 
tecoſt; the perſecuted ſtate of his apoſtles and firſt 
diſciples; and the deſtruction of the metropolis 


and polity of the Jews; are all completions of ſo 


many diſtin& prophecies, which, conjoined with 
the accomplifhment of many Jewiſh prophecies in 


his perſon, conduced more ſatisfactorily and effec- 
tually than all his miraculous acts ſtedfaſtly to con- 
firm the faith of his primitive diſciples from his 


crucifixion to the end of their lives. 

It is natural, Sir, that the minds of men ſhould 
be more effeEtually convinced by that kind of evi- 
dence which is calculated to afford complete ſatiſ- 
faction to their own reaſon, than by that which 
the ſlighteſt ſuſpicion of the intervention of extra- 


ordinary human ſkill or dexterity, of the deception 


of the ſenſes of themſelves or other ſpectators, or 


of a due degree of information or veracity in the 


compilers of hiſtory muſt neceſſarily render dubi- 
ous and uncertain. It 1s by no means, therefore, 
contrary to nature, as hath been aflerred, that the 


nation of the Jews, notwithſtanding the numerous 
miracles recorded in their hiſtory and the occaſion- 


al ſupernatural interpoſition of divine power of 

which they themſelves were witneſſes, ſhould not 
have been preſerved from imitating the examples 
of the ſurrounding nations and continually apoſta- 
tizing to idolatry whilſt in their own kingdom; and 
yet that, upon their ſo forcibly teeling the ſevere 
completion of the prophecies in their Babyloniſh 
captivity, they ſhould then have been thoroughly 
convinced of the truth and divine origin and au- 


thority of the Moſaic covenant, and from that time 
D to 
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to this have maintained a fixed averſion to every 
ſpecies of idolatry and perſevered in the worſhip 


of the only true God. And, fince, ſimilar cauſes 


always produce fimilar effects, I have not the leaſt 


doubt that, though the hiſtoric evidence of the 
miracles of the Goſpel, which Dr. Prieſtley affirms 


to be ſo all- ſufficient, has been unable to prevent 
the almoſt univerſal apoſtaſy of profeſſed Chriſ- 


tians from the rational religion of the Goſpel to an 
idolatrous, abſurd, blaſphemous ſuperſtition and to 
preſerve more than a very ſmall remnant of pure 
Chriſtian faith within the whole extent of Chriſ- 
tendom, yet the now faſt approaching completion 


of the unaccompliſhed Chriſtian prophecics will 


ſeverely enforce a conviction of the certainty and 


divine authority of the new covenant as preached. 
by Jeſus and his Apoſtles, and reclaim the world 


to a degree of wiſdom, ſocial virtue and happineſs 
which no nation hatch hitherto experienced. 
If then, Sir, the contemptible light in which 


the celebrated Dr. Prieſtley has held me out to 


you, from the motto of his title page to his con- 


cluding appendix, will permit you to pay any re- 


gard to a writer of my humble obſcurity, permit 
ne, as your ſincere friend and well-wiſher, to adviſe 


you not to pin your religious faith upon the wiſ- 
dom or the folly, the falſehood or the veracity of 


any number of fallible and erring men; but to 


fix it upon the ſame firm, ſecure baſis that T have 


done, the power of God diſplayed in the teſtimony 
of completed prophecy. I recommend this to you 
the more earneſtly, not merely as the beſt way of 


attaining a full and ſatisfactory conviction yg the 


certainty of revealed religion, but alſo as the onl 


18. 


1 * 


\F 


* 


* % VE af Z Fond "20 %\ k i R 


33 


is. For, though out of the myriads of the prive- 
leged order of clergy of the different and diſcor- 
dant churches eſtabliſhed and ſeQs tolerated within 
the Britiſh empire, I know not one who pretends 
to be able to give a rational, ſatisfactory explana- 


tion of the prophecies of the Goſpel, I am bold to 


aſſert, that without a competent underſtanding of 
thoſe particular, important paſſages of ſcripture, 
ſo far as they have already been fulfilled and con- 
ſiſtent general ideas of the purport of thoſe which 
ſtill remain to be accompliſhed, it is not poffible for 
themſelves to underſtand properly the nature and 
intent of that Goſpel which they are maintained 
avowedly and ſolely to teach to others. Indzed 
your own reaſon, if you will conſult it without pre- 
judice and partiality, will inform you that a juſt. 
conception of the meaning of thoſe prediCtions, 
which deſcribe the very circumſtances wherein the 


culpable errors and deviations of the fatal apoſtaſy 
_ conſiſt, and which lead us to the knowledge and 
expectation of the final accompliſhment of the great 


benevolent ſcheme of divine providence in the ef- 
tabliſhment of the Chriſtian covenant with man— 


kind, muſt neceffarily elucidate and explain the 
nature and intent of that revelation of God's will 


to a degree abſolutely unattainable by any other 
means in our power. 

Having thus, Sir, endeavoured to vindicate my- 
ſelf againſt the Doctor's animadverſions upon what 


1 had advanced reſpecting the great and eſſential 


difference between the evidence deduced by learn- 
ed and rhetorical arguments from the hiſtoric teſ- 
timony of miracles and that which ariſes to me 
mind from ap attentive contemplation of the pro 
phecies and a compariſon of them WAY the cor- 
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_ reſponding events, I proceed to confider what he 
has aſſerted in favour of the canon of the Chriſtian 


ſcriptures and particularly of the three goſpels, 


which I have ſeen cauſe to reject out of my creed. 


He begins his ſecond letter to you with an ex- 


tract out of my book, preceded by a curious re- 


mark, that I ſeem not to conſider that the au- 
thenticity of my favourite Goſpel of Luke reſts 
on the very ſame foundation with that of the other 
Goſpels,” You, Sir, I hope underſtand me better 
than Dr. Prieſtley appears to do. But I ſuppoſe his 
miſapprehenſion of my argument and this remark 
proceed from the ſtrong perſuaſion he writes under 


of the all- ſufficiency of hiſtorical evidence, which 


in his opinion ſtands in need of no confirmation by 
evidence of any other kind; and therefore he does 
not take any other into the account. I aſſure you, 


| however, that in this important diſcuſſion I have 


no favourite but truth: and that the ſole cauſe of 
the preference I have given tothe hiſtories of Luke 


was that, after having“ frequently conſidered every 


paſſage of them all with that attention,” with which 


he tells* you I have acknowledged myſelf to have 
conſidered a particular paſſage of the Goſpel ſaid 
to be John's, I found more of my favourite and 
much more of probability and conſiſtency in them 


than in any or all the other, 

Of the veracity of the Doctor's aſſertion concern- 
ing the early period at which the books that com- 
poſe our preſent canon of ſcripture were read in 


Chriſtian congregations I will leave you to judge 


when I come to give a conciſe reply to all his ge- 
neral arguments on that ſubject. But let us firſt 


take notice of the authorities he has produced, for 


what 
Appendix p. 169. 
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bly impreſſed by it to attempt any kind of reply. 


1 
what he has thought fit to affirm with ſo much con- 
fidence. For by his manner of giving you quota- 


tions out of books, as if they were to paſs not only 


for argument but even for proof and demonſtra- 
tion, he ſeems to attribute to every writer of re- 
nown greater infallibility than even Catholics al- 
low to the Pope. - 


In page 13, he quotes Euſebius to fix the pre- 
ciſe date at which Papias wrote and to inform you 
that he was acquainted with the daughters of 


Philip.” Now theſe three ladies, being mention- 
ed in the Acts as propheteſſes and conſequently at 
that time not infants, muſt have been pretty an- 


tiquated virgins in the year 116. I do not how- 


ever object to the Doctor's introducing them on 
that account; for I would juſt as ſoon build my 


faith in revealed religion upon what they or any 


other old women might tell us, as I would upon 


the tradition of Papias or even of Euſebius him- 
ſelf. But the Doctor does not ſay what was the 


reſult of Papias's intercourſe with theſe old ladies, 
He only tells you that this very Papias * mentions 
the Goſpel of Matthew“ without mentioning any 
diſpute about it:“ % that,” adds the Doctor, 
there cannot be any reaſon to doubt, that the Goſpel 


which we now have that bears his name, was the ſame 


that wwe ncw have, and as it was originally publiſhed.” 
What a wonderful adept muſt your friend the 


Doctor be in the art of Logic! Did you ever read 


or hear of ſo maſterly a ſyllogiſm? I frankly con- 
teſs I never met with one like it. What cloſe 


connection between the major and minor propoſi- 


tions! What perſpicuity and irrefiſtible conviction 
in the conſequence! For my part, I am too forci- 


But 
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But you will perhaps wonder why the Doctor, 
who, upon almoſt every other occaſion, has either 
referred to the page or quoted the words of his 
author, has not told you in this caſe what the words 
of Papias are ſaid to have been. I will ſupply this 
deficiency, Sir, and then you will be no longer at 


a loſs to account for this ſingular omiſſion. 


The words of Papias quoted by Euſebius * are 


Matthew compoſed a writing of the oracles (meaning 


without doubt the doctrines of the Goſpel) in the 
Hebrew language: and every one interpreted them as 
be was able. You will be pleaſed to obſerve, Sir, on 
what ſlight grounds the Doctor has ventured to ſay 
that, from the manner in which Euſebius tells us Pa- 


pias mentioned the Goſpel of Matthew, it appears 
there was not then any diſpute about it.“ Sure- 


ty the utmoſt that can reaſonably be inferred from 


it is that, Papias himſelf made no diſpute about it. 


But perhaps he was little able to form any judg- 


ment concerning it; becauſe his coneluding words 
ſeem very ſtrongly to imply that neither he him- 
felf nor many of his acquaintance were capable of 


reading the language in which it was written, At 


leaſt, fo far as his teſtimony goes, it is pofitive evi- 


dence that the Goſpel which Matthew was ſaid to 
have written, was written in hebrew; and that in 
the year 116, there was no tranſlation of it into 
greek: conſequently, that this Goſpel could not 


then be read in all Chriſtian Churches, as the Doctor 


repeatedly affirms they all were, even in the firſt 


century; becauſe few of any congregation could 


have read or underſtood one word of it. 
This obſervation may ſerve to convince you, Sir, 
of what you will be ſtill more convinced, if you 
* Hiſt, Eecl. I. Iii. c. 39. 


* 


{23 1 
pay the attention they deſerve to the annotations 
of the learned, candid and judicious tranſlator of 


Michaelis, that the uncommon induſtry and great 
erudition of that worthy and ingenious German 


| Profeſſor have too often been miſapplied in endea- 


vouring to eſtabliſh error for real fact; of which 
his maintaining that tranſlations of the Nez Teſta- 
ment exiſted in the firſt century is one very ſtrik- 
ing inſtance. %% 

In direct oppoſition to this evidence of Papias 


confirmed by that of every other early writer Dr. 
Prieſtley informs you, p. 43, that Dr. Lardner and 


he are both of opinion that this Goſpel bears no marks 
of a tranſlation: (in which I perfectly agree with them) 
and that it is moſt probable that Matthew, like the 


reſt of the apoſtles, wrote in greek; and that he 


himſelf or ſome one under his inſpection tranſlated 
it into hebrew. This, Sir, is one inſtance and, as 


we proceed, I ſhall have occaſion to remark to you 
other proof that this ſo boaſted, all- ſufficient evi- 


dence of teſtimony deduced from the traditions of the 
ſecond century is rejected or admitted by theſe 


great critics and commentators juſt as it ſerves 


their preſent turn: and that, in the hands of pro- 
feſſional divines, it is a mere noſe of wax, which by 
means of a little extenſion or compreſſion they can 
lengthen or ſhorten at their pleaſure, and faſhion 
after either the Grecian or Roman model, accord- 
ing to their ſeveral taſtes. But though ſuch modes 
of arguing may ſerve to diſplay their own hardineſs 
or ingenuity, I ſhould think they can afford no 
more ſatisfaction to any well-informed, unpreju- 
diced mind, than mine has been able to derive 

from them. " 

In page 18, the Doctor, to controvert my alle- 
; 1 5 gation 
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gation of the pretended power of working miracles 
in proof of the © falſehood and deceit of the ortho- 


dox chriſtians of early times,” is pleaſed to aſſert 
that it proves nothing but their credulity, and that in 


one particular reſpect. What he can mean by the 


latter clauſe of the ſentence I know not, becauſe 
credulity in pretended miracles ſeems neceſfarily 


to imply credulity in all the religious tenets or tra- 
ditions for the ſake of which they are pretended. 


But I beg, Sir, you will refle& for a moment how 
it 15 poſſible that thoſe early teachers of what they 


called Chriſtianity, who falſely pretended to the 


power of working miracles, ſhould be only credu- 


_ tous. The people they impoſed upon may proper- 


ly be called credulous ; but ſurely the pretended 
miracle-mongers themſelves muſt be downright 
cheats and impoſtors. 

To convince you, however, that my charge of 
*credulity and falſehood in this caſe is greatly ex- 


aggerated,” and, I ſuppoſe, at the ſame time to 
retaliate upon me for having on a former occaſion 
detected him in either miſunderſtanding or miſre- 
preſenting a paſſage he had quoted from Tertul- 


lian, as relating to the Chriſtian ſabbath, he has 
thought fit to aſſure you, that I, in my turn, have 


been guilty of miſrepreſenting the words of the 


ſame author; for that © Tertullian does not ſay 


that he knew the fact,“ of the dead woman lift-- 


ing up her hands in the poſture of prayer, © but 
only that he was acquainted with the woman, of 
whom it was related, ſcio feminam,” &c, 

This ſame Tertullian, Sir, is a moſt unfortunate 
ſtumbling block to the learned Doctor. Though 


he calls you a young man, you can hardly be fo 


young as to be below the third form of a gram- 


mar 
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mar ſchool; and if you are not and your maſter was 
capable of teaching you the latin language and did 
his duty, you mult have learnt the peculiar diſtinc - 
tion of meaning between the verbs ſcio and novi, 
which correſpond exactly to the ſgavoir and connoĩ- 
tre of the French. You muſt know therefore that ſcio 
feminam never could be uſed by any Latin writer 
to ſignify, I am acquainted with a woman; and that, 
when Dr. Prieſtley relates his Leeds ſtory in Latin 
and introduces it with ſaying /cio feminam, he muſt 
excite the ſame ſmile in the countenance of every 
claſſical ſcholar that he would do in the faces of his 
fellow-citizens on the other fide of the channel, if 
he ſhould introduce the ſame entertaining ſtory in 


their language with the words Fe {fats une femme. 
If the Doctor, having perhaps ſince the loſs of his 


library been out of the habit of reading Latin, has 
forgot thoſe idioms of the language which every 


ſchool-boy is well acquainted with, yet his preci- 
pitate eagerneſs to contradict me on this occaſion 


muſt ſurely have quite obſcured his underſtanding ; 
or it could never have eſcaped him, that no man in 


his ſenſes would begin a ſtory of a woman long ſince 


dead and buried with ſaying I am acquainted with 
ſuch a woman; he would naturally ſay I as; that 
therefore if Tertullian had uſed the word in the 
ſame ſenſe in which, it ſeems, the Doctor himſelf 
does when he writes Latin, he could not have uſed 
the preſent tenſe ſcio fſeminam. Beſides when a ſen- 


tence begins with, I am acquainted with a woman, it 
muſt in every language be followed by a relative 


with a verb of the indicative mode, a woman who 
did, or of whom it is ſaid that ſhe did, &c.; but the 
Doctor could not read over this ſentence of Ter- 
tullian without ſeeing * no ſuch relative is uſed; 
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and that the verb expreſſing the lifting up her dead 
hands 1s in the infinitive mode depending immedi- 
ately upon ſcio feminam; that therefore the writer's 


| perſonal knowledge, that the dead woman raiſed up 


her hands, &c. is the only ſenſe of which the words 


\ 


are capable. 
You, Sir, without doubt, as I was, are aſtoniſhed 
to find a writer who values himſelf ſo highly upon 


his learning and critical {kill, capable of either miſ- 


underſtanding or perverting, in ſuch an unaccount- 
able manner, the obvious, only meaning of ſo plain 


and intelligible a ſentence. To convince you, 
therefore, that I do not misſtate the caſe, I have 
given you in the margin a faithful copy of Ter- 
tullian's own words, with the addition of the ſhort 
ſentence immediately preceding, which confirms 
his perſonal knowledge of the faQtF. 

In page 22, the Doctor has been pleaſed to tell 


you that, what I have ſaid of the poſſibility of the 
Church's having had forty Goſpels inſtead of four 


if ſhe had choſen to preſerve them, “ is advanced 


from mere imagination without even the appear- 


ance of any authority,” Now Sir you know that 
Luke aſſures us, many had written evangelical hiſ- 
tories before the date of his own, that is within the 
firſt thirty years after our Saviour's death. What 


number then ſhall we underſtand by many When 
I confider that Chriſtian churches were before that 


time 


De meodidici. Scio feminam quamdam vernaculam Eccleſiæ, forma 


et #tate integra functam: poſt unicum et breve matrimonium; cum in 
pace dormiſſet, et morante adhuc ſepultura, interim oratione preſbyteri 


componeretur, ad primum halitum orationis manus a lateribus dimatas in 
habitum ſupplicem conformaſſe, rurſumque condita pace, fitui ſuo reddi- 
diſſe. Eſt et alia relatio apud noſtros. In cœmeterio, corpus corpori 
Juxta collocando ſpatium receſſu communicaſſe. | 


Tertulliani De Anima, c. 51, 
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time founded at Jeruſalem, in Samaria, Phenice, 
Syria, in every province of Aſia minor and in many 
cities of Macedonia and Greece, I cannot think 
twenty too large a number to be intended by Luke; 


and, as the very ſame motives that had induced 


thoſe authors to write their Goſpels continued to 
operate afterwards, it appears to me not unreaſon- 
able to ſuppoſe that in the courſe of the next forty 
or fifty years fixteen more were written in different 
places, to which if we add the canonical four, my 
ſuppoled forty will be accounted for; and we have 

not yet reckoned the Goſpel of Peter, nor the two 
Goſpels according to the Hebrews, nor the Goſpel 
of the Simonians, nor that according to the Egyp- 
tians, nor the traditions of Matthias, all which the 


Doctor's honoured Fathers muſt have informed him 


were extant in the ſecond century. I leave you to 
judge then, Sir, whether I had no appearance of au- 


 thority for what I have advanced on this head. 


In page go, the Doctor quotes a tradition record- 


ed by ; Origen ** that the firſt Goſpel was written by 


Marthew: and that part of his teſtimony he thinks 
proper to admit. But he does not tell you that it 


| follows 1 in the ſame ſentence, “ that it was written 


in Hebrew;” which part of his teſtimony Dr. Lard- 
ner and he chooſe to "45 [= ig. 
He next affirms © that this Goſpel (of Matthew) 
is alluded to by Clemens Romanus, the earlieſt of 
all the Chriſtian writers after the apoſtles,” 1n the 
Epiſtle which I allow to be genuine. And again, 
P. 42, that the Goſpel of Matthew as well of thoſe 
of Mark and Luke are plainly alluded to by Cle- 
mens Romanus who wrote A. D. 96.“ But I am ſor- 
ry to be forced to aſſure you, Sir, that no affirma- 
tion can be more contrary to the truth; for Clemens 
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no where, in that Epiſtle, mentions a written Goſ- 
pel of any kind, nor in any manner alludes to thoſe 
of Matthew and Mark. In two paſſages , quoting 
the words of our Saviour, without naming any 
particular book, he expreſſes himſelf more nearly 
in the words of Luke than of any other of our ca- 
nonical Goſpels ; but not ſo nearly as to ſatisfy any 
impartial reader that he quoted from any of them. 
A circumſtance which, at leaſt, proves that our 
four Goſpels were not univerſally received and read 
in all Chriſtian churches in his time, as Dr. Prieſt- 
ley aſſerts they were; becauſe, in that caſe, he 
would naturally have mentioned the particular 
Goſpel in which they were recorded ; and have 
quoted the very words, as hath been cuſtomary 
with all theological writers ever fince our preſent 
canon of ſcripture hath been eſtabliſhed, If how- 
ever, as Dr. Prieſtley ſuppoſes, the writer of the 
Epiſtle attributed to Clemens was weakly credu- 
lous enough to believe the hiſtory of the Phenix, 
had his teſtimony in favour of the evangelical hiſ- 

tories been ever ſo ſtrong and clear, it would not 
have had any weight with me. _ 
In Page 31, the Doctor allows ſo much of my in- 
ference from the preface to the Goſpel of Luke and 
other paſſages & his hiſtories as to grant that the 
writer was entirely ignorant of both the Goſpels of 
Matthew and Mark and had ſeen neither of them. 
Though, by the way, this is not eaſily reconcile- 
able with what he ſays, p.37, that the verbally ſimi- 
lar paſſages in theſe three Goſpels are“ no more 
a proof that Matthew or Mark copied Luke, than 
that he copied them;” for how could he copy what 
he had not ſeen? But he chooſes, again with Dr. 
; | 5 Lardner 
®* c. 13 and 46, Th 
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Lardner, to infer from this circumſtance that they 
all three wrote about the ſame time, unknown to 


each other, viz. A. D. 63, ba, or 65, Now, Sir, 
the only grounds upon which ſuch a ſuppoſition 


can be founded is the fingle teſtimony of Ireneus, 


who ſays that Matthew wrote his Goſpel for the He- 
brews in their own language when Peter and Paul 
were preaching the Goſpel and founding the Church at 
Rome. The firſt part of this teſtimony, that the 
Goſpel of Matthew was written in Hebrew, though 
it is confirmed by the united voice of all antiquity 
theſe learned critics reject, as we have ſeen before; 
bur the latter, as it appears likely to help them 


out of ſome difficulties in defending the authentie 
_ city of the two firſt Goſpels, though it is contra» 
dicted by Euſebius and all ſucceeding writers, they 


are pleaſed eagerly to admit. Yet you yourſelf, 
Sir, muſt be ſenſible that it cannot be true; becauſe 
Paul founded the Church at Rome, when he was 
ſent Priſoner thither by Feſtus, as you have read 

in the concluding chapter of the Acts of the Apoſ- 
tles: and from the circumſtances of that whole hiſ- 
tory we are as certain as we can be of any thing it 


contains, that Peter, peculiarly the apoſtle to the 


circumciſion, was not then at Rome; and moſt pro- 
bably he never was there in his life. The only re- 
maining teſtimony therefore of the date of the Goſ- 
pel of Matthew, which reſts merely upon the tra- 
dition collected by Euſebius, and is followed by 
all the later Fathers of the church and in the ſub- 
ſcriptions to all the copies of that Goſpel is, that 
Matthew wrote it in the eighth year after our Saviour's 


aſcenſion. But this, Sir, was a period when Luke 


and Matthew lived together at Jeruſalem; and 
therefore, if this teſtimony were true, Luke muſt 
| have 
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Rave known of and ſeen and read the writing. That 
this was not the caſe, Mills, Lardner, Pearce, and 
Dr. Prieſtley himfelf all agree, and it muſt be evi- 


dent to every attentive and candid reader of their 


ſeveral hiſtories. It therefore neceſſarily follows, 
that there never has been any credible teſtimony 
produeed that Matthew wrote a Goſpel; and that 
what has ſo long paſſed for his was received into 


the canon of the church upon mere vague, un- 


founded tradition without any rational evidence in 
its favour. Indeed thefe Doctors themſelves muſt. 
have been fully convinced of the inſufficiency and 

futility of the hiſtoric evidence produced on this 
occafion; or they could never have prefumed to re- 


ject one part of it and admit another, juſt as they 


conceived beſt ſuited to their particular hypo- 
theſis. 8 | | | 
Such, Sir, is the #niverſal uncontradicted tradition 
which, the Doctor tells you, p. 33, proves that 
* che writers of the Goſpels of Matthew and John 
were eye-witneffes of what they relate ;” to which 
fuppoſition he adds“ there is nothing in the narra- 
tives inconfiſtent.“ Vet he pafles over in profound 
flence ſeveral circumſtances that I have pointed 
out, which to a reader of common underſtanding 
ſeem to demonſtrate that the writers of thoſe two 
Goſpels were not Jews; and render it highly pro- 
bable that they were fuperſtitious converts from 
Paganiſm of the firſt half of the ſecond century. 
As to the Goſpel of Luke, in which no ſuch cir- 


eumſtances are to be found, the Doctor is pleaſed 


ro undervalue that, becauſe according to Luke 
himſelf he was only a collector of the evidence of 
others.” And becauſe I have ſhewn that Luke and 
Silas in the hebrew language would be the ſame 


name; 
& 


M3 
name; and that we are taught in the Acts that 
Silas, a leading man together with the apoſtles 
amongſt the diſciples at 171 l was the author 


of thoſe two hiſtories, a circumſtance which ſhews 
that he muſt have been a diſciple of our Lord him- 


ſelf; and that, therefore, though he modeſtly aſ- 


ſures his readers that he had taken pains to inform 
himſelf of all the particulars of his narrative from 
the very firſt, by means of thoſe who were follow- 
ers of Jeſus earlier than he was, yet he muſt him- 
ſelf have been an eye-witneſs of many things and 
thoſe of the greateſt importance which are record- 
ed even in his Goſpel; Dr. Prieſtley thinks fit to 
controvert what I have ſaid on that ſubject, and 
triumphantly concludes his remarks to you ex- 
claiming, ** on ſuch weak arguments is this hypo- 
theſis founded!” But this, Sir, is no bypotbefis of 
mine; it is the plain obvious language of the book 
itſelf. And if Dr. Prieſtley and other readers of 
the Acts of the Apoſtles for ſo many centuries have 


not read the Chriſtian Scriptures with. anprejudiced 


attention ſufficient to obſerve it, there is no reaſon 
why you and I ſhould give up the uſe of our un- 
derſtanding alſo in compliment to any groundleſs 
ſyſtem however early formed. If we do, we muſt 
not preſume to underſtand the plain and only ſenſe. 
of the kingdom of God, nor the meaning of that pray- 
er which it is our duty daily to uſe: for neither the 
writer of the Goſpel of Matthew nor any of thoſe 
who for ſo many centuries have received it as of 
apoſtolic authority can have rightly underſtood ei- 
ther. Indeed ſo little hath that petition of the 
Lord's prayer been intelligibly explained, and fo 


ignorant are the generality of people of its mean- 
Ang in the end of the eighteenth century, that a lu- 


dicrous 


1 9 
cierous and popular Poet of our own times repeat- 
edly uſes the expreſſion being ſent to kingdom come, 
to ſignify being put to death, But let us confider the 
Dodo r's arguments againſt Silas being the author 
of the Acts of the Apoſtles, ® $22 
His firſt objection is, in p. 34 and 35, © that 
from Acts xvi. 10, to verſe 17, we or us occurs in 
almoſt every verſe; but that immediately after, 
whenever Paul and Silas only are mentioned the 
ſtyle changes to they and hem. But the obvious 
reaſon of this is, that the evangelical partnerſhi 
(if T may be allowed the expreſſion) which was rl 1 
formed by Paul with Silas was almoſt immediately 2 
afterwards extended to Timothy, ſo that, till an 
entire ſeparation of Timothy from that aſſociation 
took place, we and us could not with propriety be 
uſed by the hiſtorian to ſignify leſs than the whole 
affociated company; and therefore ſince Timothy, 
either on account of his youth or of ſome other cir- 
cumſtance, was not arreſted and impriſoned at Phi- 
lippi, the ſubſequent narrative proceeds not in the 
firſt but the third perſon, relating what occurred 
to them ſeverally. In the ſame 1855 the hiſtorian 
continues to write in the 19th chapter, becauſe af. 
ter their return to Aſia Eraſtus and ſeveral others 
attended upon Paul during his abode at Epheſus; 
and, as they are not enumerated, we and us which 
could no longer have _— the ſame triple aſſo- 
ciation that is ſpoken of in c. xvi. would have had 
no intelligible determinate meaning. But when 
in c. xx. he mentions Timothy's joining another 
party in his way out of Greece into Afia, ſo that 
only two of the original partnerſhip remained, 
he there adopts again the firſt perſon, which he 
could then do with perfect propriety, and ſpeak» 
ing only of Paul and Silas ſays e and us. PO 
| at. 
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T bat this confined meaning of ve and us in this 
hiſtory is no groundleſs fancy of my own, St. Paul 
*Z himſelf will ſatisfy you, if, without depending up- 
os Dr. Prieſtley's quotation, (who like many other 
1 olemie divines too often happens to omit. ſuch 
owt in the ſentence of the book he quotes as 
would militate agaipſt his argument) you turn to 
2 Cor. i. 19, where he moſt clearly explains the 
meaning of the word 2s, at the very time of which 
the author of the Acts is writing in c. xvi, to be 
huimſelf, Silvanus and Timotheus; for he reminds 
the Corinthians that they three only firſt preached 
the Goſpel at Corinth: Chrift, ſays the Apoſtle, 
was preached among you, not as Dr. Prieſtley quotes 
it by us, and Silvanus, &c. which might include in 
> the meaning of the word xs as many more as the 
Doctor may chooſe to aſſociate with him, but by 
1, by me (or as our tranſlation very properly ren- 
ders it even by me) and Silvanus and Timotheus, evi- 
dently implying that no other preacher of Chrifti- 
aanity accompanied them. This is farther confirm- 
ce alſo by the addreſs of both the Epiſtles to the 
q Theſſalonians written during the ſame evangelical 
miſhon into Macedonia and Greece, which runs in 
the names of Paul and Silvanus and Timotheus 
only, as it certainly would not have done, had they 
been joined at Troas, as the Doctor ſuppoſes by a 
2 fourth preacher of the Goſpel named Luke. Nei- 
ther is it in any degree probable that ſo accurate 
and circumſtantial a writer as the author of the Acts 
> would have omitted to mention ſuch an acceſſion 
0 to their company, if it had really taken place. 
tt The ſecond objection the Doctor urges is, * that 
it is not natural for a writer to call the ſame per- 
, = {on by two different names, unleſs he ſomewhere | 
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ſignify that they do mean the ſame perſon;” where- 


_ as in two Epiſtles, viz. 2 Cor. i. 19, and 1 Theſſ. 
i. t, Paul mentions Silvanus or Silas, and in three 


Epiſtles, viz. Col. iv, 14, 2 Tim. iv. 11, and Phil. 
24, he mentions Luke; therefore Silas or Silva- 


nvs and Luke were different perſons.” You will 


be pleaſed to obſerve, Sir, that in order to ſtrength- 
en his own ſyllogiſm, Dr. Prieſtley thinks fit to drop 
entirely 2 Theſſ. i. 1. and is again guilty of moſt 


unfairly arguing from two Epiſtles, viz. Col. and 


Phil. which I muſt regard as ſpurious and not St. 
Paul's till he or ſome other writer ſhall have ſatiſ- 
factorily proved the contrary; whereas the Doctor 


hath not even attempted to anſwer any one objec- 


tion I have urged againſt them. By means of this 


unwarrantable petitio principii and his omiſſion of 


the ſecond Epiſtle to the Theſſalonians he ſtrives 


to make it appear, that Paul has mentioned the 


name of Luke three times and that of Silas only 


twice; whilſt, in truth, he never names Luke in 


any authentic Epiſtle except his ſecond to Timothy, 
written ſome years aſter the date at which the Acts 
of the Apoſtles ends, when the dangers and difh- 


culties of the times might have induced Silas and. 


his friends to exchange his uſual appellation for 


another of ſimilar import and equally expreſſive of 


his original Hebrew name (a circumſtance which 
would eafily account for the tradition of the ſecond 


century attributing thoſe two hiſtories to Luke not 
Silas); but in three undoubtedly genuine Epiſtles 


he mentions Silvanus, that is Silas, as the only 


preacher of the Goſpel in company with him ex- 


cept Timothy, referring to the very ſame time 


when the author of the Acts informs us that they 
two only accompanied Paul; and yet writes of that 


company 
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company in the firſt perſon. Beſides, if Luke and 


Silas be not the fame perſon, ſince all the firſt 


Ii bad de of the Goſpel were Jews and conſequent- 


had hebrew names before they adopted others of 
15 import in Greek or Latin to familiarize them- 


ſelves amongſt the Greeks and Romans, the he- 


brew name of both the perſons called Luke and 


Silas muſt have been the ſame or at leaſt of the 


fame import, which it is in the higheſt degree 
improbable ſhould have been the caſe with two 
different Jews who aſſociated themſelves to Paul at 
the ſame time. And as the author of the Acts hath 
ſo eircumſtantially related the diſſenſion and ſepa- 


ration of Barnabas and Paul, if Silas, whom Paul 
cChoſe for an aſſociate in his room, had ever left him 


within the period of that hiſtory, he would certain- 


ly have related that ſeparation alſo and the cauſe of 


it; which ſince he has not done, we muſt conclude 
that Silas continued with him to the laſt and ac- 


companied him to Rome, as the writer of the hiſ- 


tory declares he himſelf did. But is it credible 


that a different perſon called Luke was equally af- 


ſociated with Paul, and continued with him durin; 


exactly the ſame period and in all the ſame cir- 


cumſtances and ſituations that Silas did, without 


being once mentioned either in the hiſtory itſelf 


or in any of the js ani of Paul which refer ex- 


preſsly to thoſe who were particularly aſſociated 
with him, when he firſt preached the Goſpel in 


Macedonia and Achaia ? 
As You, Sir, being young are probably fiee 
from the ſhackles of intereſted prejudice, I per- 


ſuade myſelf, when you attentively confider all 

_ theſe circumſtances, you will be convinced with 

me 5 tha, Silas was the author of the two hiſtories ' 
called 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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called Luke's; - and will learn juſtly to appreciate 
the worth of that traditionary teſtimony of the Fa- 
thers of the Church, which Dr. Prieſtley thinks 
fo all-ſufficient and infallible. And, I have no 
doubt, you will with me alſo receive great ſatisfac- 
tion in finding that two of the Chriſtian Scriptures 
containing a reſpectable, well-written, conſiſtent 
hiſtory of Chriſtianity from the baptiſm of John in 
the filteench year of Tiberius to the ninth or tenth 
of the reign of Nero were really, as to the main of 
their contents, written by a Jewiſh diſciple, whom 
Paul himſelf and all the Apoſtles and Elders at 
Jeruſalem judged worthy to be affociated with him 
in his miſſion to the Gentiles, and who was fo ear- 
ly one of the prophets and of the chief or leading 
men amongſt the firſt Chriſtians, that he muſt have 
been a diſciple of our Lord himſelf and conſequent- 
lyan eye-witneſs of the moſt important tranſactions 
recorded in his Goſpel, as well as of thoſe related 
in the Acts, 

In my examination of che 8 of the Evan · 
geliſts, I have adduced what appear to me con- 
vincing arguments to prove that the writer of the 


Goſpel called Matthew's muſt have tranſcribed 


from Luke and the author of Mark's from both 
of them. To theſe Dr. Prieſtley does not furniſh 
you with direct and particular anſwers; but endea- 
vours to account for ſuch verbal fimilarity in all 
the three, by ſuppoſing (p. 37.) © that there might 
be imperfect but authentic accounts of many of 
the particulars, which were equally in the hands 
of them all, and which might be copied, with more 
or leſs variation, by them all.” And a little lower, 
« from theſe ſcattered writings, as well as from 
their own recollection and other evidence, might 


or bop | the 
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the three Goſpels of Matthew, Mark and Luke be 
compoſed,” If ſuch, Sir, be the real opinion of 


- Tac 
77 


mony of thoſe witneſſes, who are ſaid to have been 
choſen by God himſelf, and miraculouſly delegat- 
ed to preach the Goſpel of the new covenant to 
the world, it is to me abſolutely unaccountable, 
how he can pretend to the character of a rational 
being, and profeſs to be ſatisfied of the truth of 


ſelves were ſo inſufficiently informed of the ſubſtance 
ly from the imperſect accounts of unknown, uncertain 


writers, partly ſrom evidence of ſome other kind, 
but ſtill different from their own recollection; for 


of equity in the world would admit the cho 
of written evidence ſo circumſtanced? 

As to what follows about abridgments, why it 
woas introduced I know not; for it no ways con- 


there really are inconſiſtencies and contradictions 
in thoſe Goſpels, he tells you © nothing can be in- 
ferred from them, but that the authors did not 
write in concert and did not copy from one another“ 

and that, notwithſtanding ſuch variations in their 
narratives, they might all be very honeſt men.” 
Now, Sir, I do not preſume to judge for you; but 
my mind is /o conſtituted that whenever I ſee or hear 
two inconſiſtent, contradictory ſtories or propoſi- 


and I neceffarily conclude, that he who tells me 
the falſchood, it he does it wilfully is not an honeſt 
man; if ignorant! y and becauſe he was himſelf de- 


ceived, 


Dr. Prieſtley reſpecting the only remaining teſti- 


the Chriſtian religion. For if theſe witneſſes them- 


of their own teſtimony, as to have derived it part- 
God's ſake, upon what rational foundation does 


the truth of our religion ſtand? Or what court 


= cerns me. But (p. 39, 40.) acknowledging that 


tions, I am ſure one of them, at leaſt muſt be falſe : 


— cps moths 
ä —ů — nr dren ——— Os n 8 2 
een INST.” <2 3 VN — Xo 7 > * 


[286 . 3] 


called Luke's; and will learn juſtly to appreciate 
the worth of that traditionary teſtimony of the Fa- 
thers of the Church, which Dr. Prieſtley thinks 
ſo all- ſufficient and infallible. And, I have no 
doubt, you will with me alſo receive great ſatisfac- 
tion 1n finding that two of the Chriſtian Scriptures 
containing a reſpectable, well-written, - conſiſtent 
hiſtory of Chriſtianity from the baptiſm of John in 
the fifteenth year of Tiberius to the ninth or tenth 
of the reign of Nero were really, as to the main of 
their contents, written by a Jewiſh diſciple, whom 
Paul himſelf and all the Apoſtles and Elders at 
Jeruſalem judged worthy to be aſſociated with him 
in his miſſion to the Gentiles, and who was fo ear- 
ly one of the prophets and of the chief or leading 
men amongſt the firſt Chriſtians, that he muſt have 
been a diſciple of our Lord himſelf and conſequent- 
ly an eye-witneſs of the moſt important tranſactions 
recorded in his Goſpel, as well as of thoſe related 
in the Acts, „ er Fore fort Y 

In my examination of the Diſſonance of the Evan- 


geliſts, I have adduced what appear to me con- 
vincing arguments to prove that the writer of the 


Goſpel called Matthew's muſt have tranſcribed 
from Luke and the author of Mark's from both 


of them. To theſe Dr. Prieſtley does not furniſh 


you with direct and particular anſwers; but endea- 
vours to account for ſuch verbal ſimilarity in all 
the three, by ſuppoſing (p. 37.) © that there might 
be imperfect but authentic accounts of many of 
the particulars, which were equally in the hands 
of them all, and which might be copied, with more 
or leſs variation, by them all.” And a little lower, 
« from theſe ſcattered writings,/ as well as from 
their own recollection and other evidence, might 
GA > ; the 


LW 1 
the three Goſpels of Matthew, Mark and Luke be 
compoſed,” If ſuch, Sir, be the real opinion of 
Dr. Prieſtley reſpecting the only remaining teſti- 
mony of thoſe witnefles, who are ſaid to have been 
_ choſen by God himſelf, and miraculouſly delegat- 
ed to preach the Goſpel of the new covenant to 
the world, it is to me abſolutely unaccountable, 
how he can pretend to the character of a rational 
being, and profeſs to be ſatisfied of the truth of 
the Chriſtian religion. For if theſe witneſſes them- 
ſelves were ſo inſufficiently informed of the ſubſtance 
of their own teſtimony, as to have derived it part- 
ly from the imperſect accounts of unknown, uncertain 
writers, partly ſrom evidence of ſome other kind, 
but ſtill different from their own recollection; far N 
God's ſake, upon what rational foundation does 
the truth of our religion ſtand? Or what court 
of equity in the world would admit the cherte 
mw wrijten evidence ſo circumſtanced ? | 
As to what follows about abridgments, why it 
= was introduced I know not; for it no ways con- 
= cerns me. But (p. 39, 40.) acknowledging that 
there really are inconſiſtencies and contradictions 
in thoſe Goſpels, he tells you “ nothing can be in- 
ferred from them, but that the authors did not 
write in concert and did not copy from one another” 
and that, notwithſtanding ſuch variations in their 
narratives, they might all be very honeſt men.” 
Now, Sir, I do not preſume to judge for you; but 
my mind is /o conſtituted that whenever I ſee or hear 
= two inconſiſtent, contradictory ſtories or propoſi- 
tions, I am ſure one of them, at leaſt muſt be falſe : 
and I neceffarily conclude, that he who tells me 
the falſehood, if he does it wilfully is not an honeſt 
man; if ignorant! 5 and becauſe he was himſelf de- 


ceived, j 
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reived, that he is ill · informed and eredulous: and 
in either caſe, J can place no confidence in any- 
ching he tells me, ſo far as it depends upon his teſ- 
timony alone. Vet the Doctor expreſſes his ſur- 
2 that I, who, he ſuppoſes, “admit that the 
hors wrotewithout any inſpiration at all,” ſhould 
advance ſuch an argument. And again, p. 46. he 
tells you he is ſurpriſed, that I ſhould argue that 
the writer of the Goſpel "afcribed to Mathew could 
not be an Apoſtle, 4 be did not under land the 
prophecies of the Jewiſh ſeriptures ; ; for that Peter 
miſapplied the ſcriptures in his famous ſpeech on 
the day of Bentecoſt, as evidently as the writer of 
hoo 8 ” How this language of Dr. Prieſtley 
affect you, Sir, you beſt know; but nothing 
be 45 book can have ſurpriſed him more than it 
furpriſes me. I am not ignorant that Dr. Middleton 
has, I think raſhly ard without due grounds, ad- 
vanced the ſame accuſation againſt Peter; but I 
did not think it poſfible for any perſon, who really 
believed the covenant of the Golpel to be a revela- 
tion from the Deity, to have entertained ſuch an 
opinion of the apoſtles of Jeſus Chriſt. 
Rather than give up any one ſcripture, which be 
has ſo long and with ſuch mgenuity of 'argument 
been accuſtomed to expound and adapt to his own 
religious fyſtem, Dr. Prieſtley calls the Apoſtles 
indeed honeſt men; but reprefents them as weak, 


Sonorant, credulous, misinformed and miſtaken eve 


A the very fcriptures upon which the truth of 
that Goſpel they taught is founded. And can you 
think, Sir, that they * bill approve his conduct? 
Surely whenever Matthew, Mark and John ſhall 
awake from the ey of death, they will acknow- 
ledge 

See his Preface, p. 8 and . 
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ledge that I, who deny the ſcriptures attributed ti 
them to be theirs, becauſe they appear altogether 
unworthy of them and unlike what muſt reaſona- 
bly be expected from the miraculouſly informed 
delegates of heaven, have conſulted their honour 
and reputation much more than he, who merely 
to defend the teſtimony of uncertain oral tradition 
collected and recorded only by the credulous, ſu- 
perſtitious and fabulous Fathers of the apoſtate 
Church, perſiſts in maintaining that they werewrit- 
ten by them; although to account in any manner 
for the abſurdities, improbabilities and inconfiſten- 
cies they contain he is forced to hold out their 
ſuppoſed authors in ſuch a light, as muſt make 
them and their writings juſt objects of contempt 
and ridicule to every impartial, thinking man. 

What the Doctor means by plenary inſpiration L 
neither know nor care; but when the Deity vouch- 
ſafes. to communicate his will and propoſe a cove- 
nant to mankind which 1s intended to accompliſh 
the moſt important revolutions in the moral and 
ſocial concerns of all the nations of the earth, the 
leaſt that can be expected is, that his meſſengers 
ſhould be fully and infallibly informed, either by 
natural or ſupernatural means, concerning the 
natute, grounds and purport of their extraordinary 
commiſſion; that they ſhould be of ſtrict veracity 
and endowed with ſuch a degree of knowledge and 
ſtrength of judgment as would not only render 
their doctrines intelligible to thoſe whom they were 
to teach, but themſelves as incapable of being de- 
ceived about the Goſpel they were ſent to preach, 
as they muſt be ſuppoſed of wilfully deceiving o- 
thers. If Jeſus himſelf, his apoſtles and firſt diſci- 


ples were thus qualified for their office, whatever 


_ they 


7 


1 1 


1105 have really taught us, deſerves the ſobereſt 
regard and moſt conſiderate attention from us. If 
they had not theſe qualifications, they could never 
be the delegates of that Being who is the eternal 
fource of goodneſs, wiſdom and truth. | 

Now, Sir, with'reſpect to the Jewifh prophecies 


fince our Lord Jeſus did not explain them to his 


diſciples during his mortal life, but after his re- 
furrection, when his intellectual faculties muſt ne- 
ceffarily have been enlarged and rendered adequate 
not only to that immortal ſtate of ſpiritual exiſt- 


ence to which he was raiſed; but to the exalted. 


dignity and powerful preeminence of the Meſ- 


fiah, Chriſt or King of all mankind, with which 


Ged inveſted him immediately after his reſurrec- 


tion, we cannot ſuppoſe that he miſunderſtood the 


meaning of any of the predictions concerning him- 


ſelf and his Goſpel, which we are told he then ex- 


plained to his diſciples out of the Pentateuch, the 


book of Pſalms and the Prophets, opening their un- 


derſtanding and converſing with them for near forty 
days ſucceſſively; And is it credible that theſe 


men choſen by God to be witneſſes of his reſurrec- 
tion, and to expound the very ſame prophecies to 
the Jews in proof of the truth and divine authority 


of the new covenant which they announced ſhould 


not underſtand their meaning, even after the mira- 


culous effuſion of that holy inſpiration, which, in 


however ſmall a degree Dr. Prieſtley may ſuppoſe 
it illuminated their minds; we are aſſured on much 


more reſpectable authority*, was to give them a 


mouth and wiſdom which all their adverſaries ſhould 


not be able to gainſay nor reſiſt? Is it credible that 
ſuch men as theſe could be the authors of fabu- 
lous, 


* Luke xxl. 15. 
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5 
lous, erroneous and contradictory narratives, or 
miſapply any prophecy of the Jewiſh ſcriptures to 
the circumſtances of the Goſpel? Or can we be- 
lieve that three thouſand Jews could be converted 
by Peter's reaſoning deduced from an evident miſ- 
application of their own prophecies? If ſuch were 
the fact, as Dr. Prieſtley aſſerts it was, ſo far as I 
am capable of judging, either Peter muſt have been 
a moſt ignorant and impudent impoſtor, and the 
three thouſand converted Jews the moſt abſurdly 
credulous of mortals; or elſe the hiſtorian muſt 
have deſignedly related a double falſehood reſpect- 
ing this ſpeech of the Apoſtle: in which caſe, we 
could no longer give credit to any of thoſe moſt 
important facts, which he alone hath recorded. 

In page 45, the Doctor is pleaſed to tell you, 
with the uſual miſrepreſentation of a polemic, that 


Il ſay the practice of writing latin words in greek 


characters might be common in the time of Tra- 
jan, A. D. 98, and not be known, A. D. 64.” And 
even this miſrepreſentation is farther exaggerated 
by his preſuming to fix A. D. 64, for the date of 
the Goſpel of Matthew. For you have ſeen, Sir, 


ED 
(OS 


admiſhble evidence of teſtimony which Dr. Prieſtley 
himſelf aſſures you is fo univerſally ſatisfactory, if 
Matthew wrote any Goſpel, he wrote at lateſt A.D. 
41. But I have never ſaid that ſuch a practice was 
common in the time of Trajan. I have only inferred 
from the circumſtances ſtated in p.29 and 3o of my 
Diſſonance, that it is not probable ſuch a practice 
was introduced by any writer ſooner than the latter 
end of the reign of Trajan, who died A. D. 117, at 
the interval of three fourths of a century from the 
date at which all the 3 of the Church inform 
125 - us 
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us Matthew wrote his Goſpel; and that therefore 
the Goſpel called Matthew's could not be written 
earlier than he beginning of the ſecond century, and 
conſequently was not written by him nor by a 
other apoſtle. g 
Whilſt T was writing this letter, a learned friend 
who had read my examination of the Diffonance of 
the Evangeliſts and Dr. Prieſtley's remarks addreſ= © 
l ſed to you, ſent me ſome curious extracts from Le 
1 Clerc's third Diſſertation at the end of his Harmo- _ 
ny, containing the ſentiments of the famous Dod- 
well and the conceſhons which Le Clerc himſelf 
was forced to make concerning the great number 
of undiſtinguiſhable © fiftitious books falſely at- 
tributed to the Apoſtles and their followers in the 
very firſt age,” which abounded ſtill more in the 
ſecond century © upon fairer hopes of impoſing _* 
upon the world.” I recommend the Diſſertation 
itſelf to your peruſal; and you will there ſee, tat 
a man of Dodwell's uncommon learning, induſtry ' 
and zealous application to the inveſtigation and 
ſtudy of all the exiſting records reſpecting the 
Chriſtian ſcriptures, was led to fix the earlieſt time 
for the general reception of the Goſpels to be tage 
latter end of Trajan's or the beginning of Hadrianss 
rejen ; the very ſame æra, which from the obvious 
.circumſtances of the language in which they are 
written J have inferred muſt be the earlieſt at which = 
| the Goſpels of Matthew and Mark(and conſequently 7 
| of John, which is confeſſedly later) could have made 
| their appearance, Yet inſtead of refuting ſo rati- 7 
onal and well-founded an argument, by producing | 
a fingle inſtance of any writer ſacred or profane, 
who has adopted ſuch a mode of writing before 
that paring, Dr. Prieſtley affects to repreſent it as 
= deſerving 
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deſerving only your contempt and ridicule, by 
means of a buffoon quotation from the renowned 


' hiſtory of Don Quixote de la Mancha. 
In the ſucceeding paragraph the Doctor pre- 


tends to account for the phraſe 2j this day re- 
peatedly uſed by the writer of the Goſpel called 
Matthew's, by again aflerting that it was written 
thirty years after the events. In reply to which I 
ſhall only remind you that, according to the una- 
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nnimous teſtimony of all thoſe hiſtoric witneſſes, 
on whole proper and ſatisfaftory evidence he profeſſes 
to have built his religious belief, Matthew wrote 


his Goſpel only eight years after the crucifixion, 

As to what he ſays of © the arbitrary manner in 
which I ſuppoſe the writings of Luke himſelf to 
have been interpolated ;” a ſuppoſition which every 


man that is acquainted with the practices of the 
= ſecond and third centuries knows is far from im- 


probable; I ſha!l merely repeat the purport of 


what I have already obſerved in my obnoxious 
== treatiſe itſelf, that ſuſpicion alone is not a ſuffi- 
cient cauſe for adjudging any paſſage to be inter- 


polated; unleſs ſatisfactory reaſons are alſo alleged 


for entertaining ſuch a ſuſpicion. Whether the 
arguments I have urged, againſt any of the paſſa- 
ges that I have objected to, be or be not of that 


= ſatisfactory kind, muſt be left to the deciſion of 
==> you, Sir, and my other readers. e 

In his fifth letter, the Doctor proceeds to give 
= particular anſwers to each objection that I have 
= urged againſt the authenticity of the Goſpel of 
Matthew. But the far greater part of his anſwers 
gare of the very ſort that I proteſted againſt in my 


Preface, viz. conjectural ſuppoſitions or hyporhe- 


ical ſyſtems unwarranted by the Goſpels themſelves. 
© 4 e | That 
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tended with any ſuch hypothetical circumſtances : 


they deſtroy each other, and the objection remains 
juſt as it did at firſt, For this reaſon I ſhall paſs 


not be Matthew, nor any other of the Apoſtles, | 1 


was therefore undoubtedly the hebrew name by | & 


1 4 J 


That I may not therefore unneceſſarily trouble 
you or myſelt about ſuch ideal phantoms of the 
imagination, which would moſt probably vary 
their forms according to the varying fancies of 
different harmoniſts, whenever the Doctor attempts 5 
to obviate any objection by ſaying that, the caſe 


may or might have been attended with ſuch or ſuch 
circumſtances, though they are not ſuggeſted to us 
by any of the hiſtories themſelves, I beg you will 
underſtand me to reply that the caſe was not at- 


and then ſince the Doctor's affirmative and my nega- 
tive are exactly of equal authority, i. e. none at all, 


over all his anſwers of that kind with a bare obſer- 
vation that they are hypothetical; as it never was 
my intention to write againſt any Goſpel mmm | a 
to Dr. Prieſtley. 1 

His firſt particular remark is made upon my ob- | 4 
ſerving that the writer of our firſt Goſpel could 


becauſe inſtead of] udas, whom Luke in both his 4 1 
hiſtories enumerates as one of them, and which 
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which he was uſually called and ſpoken of by all 


the Apoſtles and Elders amongſt whom Luke him- E 


ſelf lived may years at Jeruſalem, he puts Lebbeus | F 
ſurnamed, i. e. whoſe additional name was Thaddeus. 
Now, Sir, when an author gives us two names off 3 
any perſon in this manner, he certainly intends we 


8 . SE <= 


| ſhould underſtand that he knew of no other by { 


which he was denominated; ſo that thoſe com- 


38 2 


mentators, who have cadeavonied is er that 3 
Zhaddeus in the Syrian language ſignifies rhe ſame i 
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as Judas in Hebrew, evidently Jaboured to remove 
a palpable contradiction between the two Goſpels. 
But however well this interpretation might account 


for this change of name, ſuppoſing the author to be 


ſome Græco-Syrian compiler of an evangelical hiſ- 
tory in the ſecond century, it cannot make it credible 
that Matthew, a native Hebrew of Paleſtine, and 


who, if he wrote any Goſpel at all, wrote it in his 
native language, ſhould change the Hebrew name 
of his brother Apoſtle for one borrowed from the 


Syrians, Yet all the anſwer the Doctor gives to 
this inſuperable difficulty is that“ it was no un- 


common thing for the ſame perſons to have more 


names than one.“ Surely, to have made it in the 


leaſt applicable to this caſe, it ſhould have been 


more names than two, Can any impartial reader 
ſeriouſly think this an anſwer to the objection 
which I have ſtated? I am confident, not one. 
But even in ſelecting his inſtances of perſons called 

by two different names the Doctor has been very 
unfortunate. For till he can ſhew that Nathaniel 
and Bartholomew, like Silas and Luke, are of ſimi- 
lar fignification, which I fancy he will hardly at- 


_ tempt to do, he will not be able to render it pro- 


bable that they mean the ſame perſon : and as I 
depend much more upon the teſtimony of Luke 
than on that of all the other Goſpels and all the 


Fathers of the Apoſtate Church taken together, I 


am very far from being ſatisfied that Levi the pub- 
lican was one of the Apoſtles, or that Matthew the 
Apoſtle ever was a publican, 1 

The only anſwer the Doctor has choſen to give 
to the next objection he has noticed being entirely 


hy pothetical, I ſhould have paſſed it over with this 


obſervation, had it not been for a moſt curious in- 
ference 
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EKrence with which he concludes the article. . 
c. iii. informs us that Jeſus in the power of the ſpirit 


preached in the ſynagogues throughout all Galilee; 


and, that circuitous predication being ended, he 


tells us, V. 16, that he came to Nazareth where he 
Bad been brought up: and though, in the verſes im- 


mediately following, Jeſus himſelf calls ge 


the people of Nazareth healing himſelf, and expre 


I denominates it his own country, the Doctor ſays 


that by the words of v. 16, it is clearly intima- 
ted, that the place of his reſidence, if he had any, 
was elſewhere.” What wonderful ſagacity! If, 


like me, Sir, you happen to be a man only of com- | 


mon ſenſe and plain underſtanding, you would as 


ſoon have expected it to be argued that our Saviour 


was born at Capernaum, becauſe he is always called 
Jeſus of Nazareth. 
In the article numbered 3, the Doctor has by no 


means obviated the objection I have ſtated; but 


(for which I return him thanks) he has ſhewn that 
the author. of this Goſpel is as inconſiſtent with 


himſelf as he is with Luke. A certain, never-fail- 


ing mark of one who does not adhere to truth. 
His anſwers to No. 4 and 5, are altogether hy- 
hetical. 
In No. 6, the Doctor plas me to anſwer 


what he "i thought proper to advance in the 


Theological Repoſitory, reſpecting the perpetuity of 


the Mofaic ritual. But if you will read over It. 


Paul's Epiſtle to the Galatians Sir, you will find 
the Doctor's unaccountable ſyſtem ſo effectually 


and ſatisfactorily overthrown, that no other anſwer | 
to it can be neceſſary. And I am truly ſorry, that 
in the latter end of the eighteenth century a man 


2 thould be found of ſuch high literary eminence, 


wha 
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xcnovrot the hiſtory of Chriſtianity. Of theſe weigh- 


1 45 3 
who has ſpent a long life in the particular voca- 
tion of a teacher of Chriſtianity, who is yet ſo 1g- 
norant of the prophecies relating to the very reli- 
gion he profeſſes to teach, as to think that when 
the predicted New Jeruſalem has deſcended from 
above to bleſs all the nations of the earth with per- 


fe& freedom, the Old Feruſalem ſhall be reſtored 


to the Jews alone, and they again be ſubject to 
bondage; and that after the Jews themſelves toge- 
ther with all other nations ſhall by their converſion 
to Chriſt have attained a rational, manly maturi- 
ty of religious knowledge and wiſdom under the 
new covenant of the Goſpel, they alone ſhall be 
ſent back to ſchool again, and ſubmit for ever to 


the childiſh diſcipline of the Law of Moſes. 


Articles 7, 8. 9, and 10, contain no anſwers to 
the objections they refer to. 

In ͤ No. 11, the Doctor himſelf acknowledges 
the inſuperable validity of my objection; but be- 
ing determined, at any rate, to retain ſo valuable 


and reſpectable a ſcripture he tells you, it is not 


* of ſuch magnitude as to affect the genuineneR 
of the Golpet,? „ 
Before you form any judgment of that paragraph 
of the Doctor's fifth letter to you marked 12, Ibeg 
you will read over the whole of what I have ſaid 
reſpeditg the prophecy contained in the 24th 
chapter of Matthew beginning at p. 209 of my 
treatiſe, You will there ſee, Sir, that I have 
Pointed out two manifeſt falſehoods in this pre- 
tended prediction of the great founder of our c- 


ligion; one at v. 14, which every man living knows 


to be falſe; another at v. 9, which directly con- 
tradicts both the Goſpel of Luke and the whole 


* 
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ty objections Dr. Prieſtley takes not the lighteſt 
notice, thinkin perhaps that even abſolute falſe- 


hood is too trifling 20 affect the genuineneſs of the 
Goſpel; and that a want of veracity, as well as cre- 
dulity, miſinformation and a miſapplication of the 
Jewiſh ſcriptures, is compatible with the charac- 


ter of an Apoſtle of Jeſus Chriſt, To the difficul- 
ties ſuggeſted alſo in the two concluding queſtions 
of the paſſage he has quoted from my book he 


gives no anſwer of any kind, He only amuſes him- 


ſelf with a kind of quibbling argument founded 


upon a ſuppoſition, that the abomination of deſolation 


landing in the holy place and the inveſting of Feruſa- 
lem by the Roman armies ſignify the ſame thing. 


But if the phraſe holy place ſigniſies the holy land, 
that is, the country of Paleſtine, fince the Roman 
armies were actually within that land from the very 


_ commencement of the Jewiſh wars, the Chriſtians, 
according to this interpretation, were warned to 
flee from the country of the Jews upon the firſt 


inſurrection of their countrymen againſt the Ro- 


mans; yet, according to Luke, they were not to 


expect that final ruin of the nation, which was the 
great object of the prophecy, till a conſiderable 
period after thoſe wars began, nor until they ſhould 


fee Jeruſalem itſelf formally beſieged. As to the 


Doctor's laft remark upon the ſubject, it might 
lead one to think him wholly unacquainted with 
the hiſtory of that famous fiege; for Joſephus in- 
forms us that, even during the ſiege, the inhabi- 


tants were invited and exhorted to eſcape from the 


city ; and that great numbers did ſo and were per- 
mitted by Titus to go freely whitherſoever they 
pleaſed. 8 | 
In reviewing the 26th chapter of Matthew (p, 
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For according to the pretended Matthew our Lord 


E 10 2 


. ir; &c.) I have remarked many different and con- 


tradictory circumſtances abſolutely irreconcileable to St. 
Luke's hiſtory of the ſame things, all which the Doc- 
tor has choſen to paſs over in profound filence, 
except my obſervation reſpecting the words ſaid 
to have been uſed by our Saviour at the inſtitution 
of his ſupper. But in article 13, he has given 
you a miſrepreſentation of the words of Matthew's 
Goſpel, which are not what the DoCtor has ſtated, 
but this is my blood of the new covenant which is ſhed 
for many for the remiſſion of ſins. This he tells you 


is an obſcure expreſſion. Do you find it it ſo Sir? 


To me it appears as clear and intelligible as any 
ſentence I ever read. And if the doctrine of a- 
tonement and expiation of ſins by his blood ſo 
largely expatiated upon in the Epiſtle to the He- 
brews is not principally deduced from this very 


paſſage, Dr. Prieſtley ſhould at leaſt have ſhewt 


you, on what other parts of the evangelical hiſto- 
ries it is founded, That this Goſpel was forged on 
purpoſe to teach that doctrine, is what I never aſ-_ 
ſerted nor thought; though the Doctor is pleaſed 
to affirm the contrary. ps 

In article 14, Dr. Prieſtley tells you there is no 
contradiction between Matthew and Luke reſpect- 
ing the order given to our Lord's diſciples to go 
into Galilee in order to ſee him, whither, accord. 
ing to a prior promiſe, he tells the women he was 
going before them on the very morning of his re- 
ſurrection, and whither they all accordirgly went 
and ſaw him; but that Luke © only omits the cir- 
cumſtance noticed by Matthew.” If, however, 
you can believe this, your faith in Dr. Prieſtley 
muſt be as firm as his is in the Goſpel of Matthew. 


did 
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did not appear to bis diſciples at Jeruſalem on the 


day of his reſurrection and the following evening; 


but they ſaw him for the firſt time on the appoint- 
ed mountain in Galilee, as is evident from the 


doubts which the writer aſſures us ſome of them 


expreſſed : whereas Luke aſſerts, that after being 
ſeen by Peter and the two diſciples at Emmavs, he 


appeared to them all together at Jeruſalem the firſt 


evening after his reſurtection; and removed all 
their doubts by offering them his Feſb and bones 10 


Hbaudle and examine, and by eating before them 
all. And let the writers called Matthew and John 


teach what they pleaſe, ſince according to the pro- 


Phbecies of the old covenant as well as to the Goſpel 


of Luke, the preaching the glad tidings of the new 
covenant was to begin at Feruſalem, it is as inconſiſt- 


ent with reaſon and common ſenſe, as it is with 


both the hiſtories of Luke, to ſuppoſe that our 
Saviour unneceſſarily enjoined upon them, at any 
time of the forty days, a journey on foot of four- 


ſcore miles and back again, for no rational pur- 
poſe whatſoever. 


In No. 15, the Doctor declares himſelf offended 


with an irony, which was never intended by me. 


I have ſimply ſtated the expreſs words of this Goſ- 
el on the occaſion, and avowed my diſbelief of 
them; becauſe they are deſcriptive of a perturba- 


tion of mind highly improbable and unbecoming 


our Lord Jeſus, as well as incenſiſtent with the ac- 


count Luke gives us of the very ſame tranſaction. 
If anything ironical, therefore, appears, the impro- 
priety muſt be in the words of the writer himſelf, 
not in mine, But be it where it may, the Doctor 
will not get rid of it by turning the command in- 


to an interrogation; for the greek word, which he 
unwarrantably 
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unwarrantably tranſlates till, ſignifies for the ref 
of your time or for the future; and to aſk people 
whether they ſleep for the future? is juſt as rati- 
onal as to aſk them how they do tomorrow ? 

In the next article, the Doctor is equally unſuc- 
ceſsful in attempting to ſolve the difficulty by & 
compromiſe, as he was in the former by an interro- 

ation point. - For, ae to the accounts of 
both Goſpels, Jeſus was apprehended not long af- 
ter his retiring from ſupper, before the uſual rime 
of going to reſt; and the Goſpel of Matthew flat- 
ly contradicts that of Luke, by aſſerting that thoſe. 
who apprehended him led him away immediately 
to the houſe of Caiaphas, where a council of the 
Chief Prieſts and Elders was ready aſſembled. If 
we credit this writer, therefore, that meeting was 
not held late in the night and near morning. 

At No. 17, you are told that I cavil at the 
phraſe #7 cer, which is evidently borrowed from 
Luke's are 7s wy, from or after the preſent time; 
but you muſt be ſenfible that ſuch an expreſſion 
cannot refer to the miraculous appearance of our 
Lord at the laſt day after an interval of at leaſt three 
thouſand years, In Luke's narrative our Saviour's 
anſwer plainly intimates, that he was not hen ac- 
tually conſtituted h Chriſt, but that, immediately 
after they had put him to death, the time of their 
doing which was hen arrived, he ſhould be exalt- 
cd to that glorious character predicted by their 
prophets, and inveſted with that power, which he 
accordingly diſplayed in the ſupernatural gitts of 
the holy inſpiration; in his revelations to John and 
Paul; in the ſevere judgments inflicted on Jeruſa- 
lem and the Jewiſh nation in general; and which 
he has diſplayed and will continue to diſplay in 
; thoſe 
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1 
thoſe equally ſevere judgments that have been and 
ſtill remain to be inflicted upon apoſtate Chriſte n- 
dom, previous to the general eſtabliſhment of his 
new covenant in the world. What the author of 
Matthew's Goſpel meant by the ſpeech he has put 
into our Lord's mouth on the ſame occaſion I do 
not underſtand; but it is no uncommon thing with 


him, like all other falſiſiers, to be inconfiſtent wich 


himſelf as well as with more reſpectable writers. 
The anſwer to my objection ſtated by the Doc- 


tor, No. 18, beſides that it takes no notice of ſome 


very material circumſtances which 1 have pointed 
out, is too childiſh and abſurd to merit a ſerious 
reply. w EO „ 

In No. 19, the doctor has given you a long quo- 
tation, in which I have remarked many circum- 
ſtances of this Goſpel's narrative of the burial and 


relurrection of our Saviour that cannot be recon- 
ciled to the hiſtory of Luke, which the Doctor 


paſſes by unnoticed; and he ſeems to think it a 


ſufficient anſwer to the whole, to tell you “ that 


the Jewiſh evening began at our three in the after- 


noon, for that was the time of the evening ſacri- 


fice,” For the very fame ſatisfaftory kind of rea- 


ſon, the Jewiſh morning muſt have begun at our 


nine in the morning, for that was the time of the 
morning ſacrifice. By this curious way of reckon- 
ing, you ſee, Sir, that the Jewiſh day could contain 
only fix hours. Yet all other commentators, for 
want of Dr. Prieſtley's ſuperior genius and ſagaci- 


ty, ſeem to have ſuppoſed, as I did, that the ſacri- 


fices were ſo denominated only to diſtinguiſh that 
which was offered neareſt to the beginning from 


the other which was offered neareſt to the end of 


the day; and to have underſtood the Jewiſh day 
0 
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to conſiſt of twelve hours; that the hour of the 
morning ſacrifice was the third, and of the even- 
ing ſacrifice the ninth hour of the day; and that 
their day, as oppoſed to night, began at ſun- riſe 


and ended at ſun-ſet. 


The Doctor takes occafion alſo in this place to 
aſſure you, that he has proved, by which he muſt 
mean he has confidently aſſerted, for no other proof 
has he produced, that I am miſtaken in thinkin 
the Jews did not make the ſabbath a day of convi- 
vial feaſting. And he formerly referred me to any 
modern Jew, to ſatisfy myſelf that they do ſo at this 
day. Now I want nothing but the books of the 


old Teſtament to ſatisfy me that, if they do ſo, 


they muſt violate the Law given them by Moſes; 


but I made the inquiry into their preſent cuſtom, 


from a rational, moral Jew, who ſeems {ſeriouſly 
attached to his religion from principle, by ſtating 
the caſe to him in Dr. Prieſtley's own words, His 
anſwer was that, the Gentleman was greatly miſ- 
taken; for that they never made a feaſt for gueſts 
on a ſabbath day except when one of their family 
was circumciſed on that day:” which muſt ſome- 
times happen, and which exception itſelf is made 


in obedience to the Law of Moſes. As to the 
charge brought againſt the Jewiſh rulers in this 


Goſpel of violating the ſabbath, it does not conſiſt 
in their walking o a ſmall difance or ſpeaking, but. 
in carrying the materials neceſſary for ſealing the 


door of the ſepulchre and in converſing about and 


tranſacting buſineſs relative to the watch. 

In the beginning of this letter the Doctor told 
vou, he would fairly recite all my objeftions : but if 
vou will take the trouble of reading my book, you 


w wil find many very on objections urged by 


WC 
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me which he has not ſo much as mentioned: thou Ii 
one in particular, concerning the ſtory of Judas Jy = 
traitor is ſo very conſpicuous comprehending three F 
whole pages, that I can only account for his ſilence FF 
by fuppofing he knew not what to ſay. 
In his fixth letter, the Doctor propoſes to obvi- 
ate the objections of another kind which I have 

urged againſt the apoſtolic authenticity of his fa- 
wourite oſpel of Matthew; and the firſt article he 
has ſelected is what I have obſerved of the author's 
imperfect knowledge of the Geography of Paleſ- 
tine, 0 he prefaces with a remark, that if any 
feb inaccuracies had exiſted in it, they «muſt have 
been diſcovered by Origen, Euſebius, Jerom, &c.“ 
Tr + can it be imagined, that the Fathers of the a- 
pol ſtate church would be ready to find flaws in thoſe 

Icriptures upon which their church was founded; 

di in the ſupport of which their own intereſt was 
moſt intimately concerned ? Let it be argued in 

| Favour of the two firſt chapters, which the Doctor 

| bimfelf rejects; (though according to his infalli- 
ble evidence of teſtimony, their authenticity ap- 
pears to me to be as well eſtabliſhed as that of all 
the remaining chapters) and in favour of the 
grounds for the Doctrine of the Trinity deduced 
from the form in which baptiſm is commanded to 
be adminiſtred in the laſt chapter, that if there had 
exiſted any reaſonable objection to the firſt, or any 
error in the latter, it muſt have been diſcovered 
byOrigen,Euſebius, Jerom and other learned Chriſ- 
tians of early times. Do you think, Sir, that ſuch 
an argument would ſatisfy the Doctor of the truth 
of either? As to his own anſwer, which follo wos 
the quotation ſrom my book, I know not how you 
may find it, but to me it is unintelligible. I have 

obſerved 


8 
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Obſerved that this goſpel-writer calls Joſepbꝰs go- 
ing to live at Nazareth, “not going into Galilee, 


but into the parts or coaſts of Galilee;“ to which 
the Doctor anſwers that * it is evident, the phraſe 
in the parts or coaſts of Galilee, means the extrente 
parts of the country fo called; and in this fitvation 
Capernaum was!” A few lines farther he tells you, 
that “ Paleſtine comprized the country on both. 
ſides the river, and the ſame part that was on the 
weſt fide with reſpect to ſome of the inhabitants, 
would to others be on the eaſt and vice verſa.” 
Now, Sir, the river itfelf did certainly lye eaſtward 


to ſome parts of Paleſtine and weſtward to others. 


But that to any of them the weft ſide of the river 
could be the eaft and vice verſa, is a diſcovery per- 
fectly new and peculiar to the penetrating genius 
of Dr. Prieſtley. As to Bp. Pearce, he was much 
too good a greek ſcholar ro contend that the pre- 
poſition tranſlated beyond really ſignifies contiguors 
70 and even on this fide. He only ſays, that in order 
to make the Goſpels of Matthew and John confift- 
ent with probability and geographical truth, the 
prepoſition muſt be ſo underſtood in three or four 
paſſages of thofe writings, and not according to its 
uſual acceptation. An obſervation of that emi- 
nent critic which only confirms me the more in the - 
idea J have formed of thoſe Goſpels. 
Article 2, contains the Doctor's remarks upon 
the objection I have ſtated as ariſing from the au- 
rhors of this and Mark's Goſpel uſing the word 
Decapolis as the name of ſome particular province 
of Paleſtine, which it appears from Joſephus.and 
Pliny never exiſted ; and which was never uſed by 
any other writers to fignify any thing elſe than a 
Accad of detached Jewiſh cities annexed by the 
| Romans 


t 3.4 
Romans to the government of Syria. But he only 
tells you that the objection is a mere unfounded con- 
jecture of my own; and that Joſephus gives this diſ- 
trict this appropriate name.” In proof of the latter 
he quotes a paſſage from his life, where, according 
to the Doctor's tranſlation, the word Decapolis is 
twice uſed. I aflure you however, Sir, that in both 
thoſe inſtances the original has /e zen cities; and 
that Joſephus, except in that one caſe which I have 
quoted, where he ſays Scythopolis was the largeſt 
city of the decad, never uſes the term Decapolis, 
but calls them the ten cities of Syria. In ſhort, ac- 
£ording to tradition and the teſtimony of the Fa- 
thers, if Matthew wrote any Goſpel at all, he wrote 
it in hebrew about the ſecond year of Claudius and 
not A. D. 64, as the Doctor would have you be- 
lieve. When Auguſtus divided the Jewiſh king- 
dom amongſt the ſons of Herod the great, Joſe- 
phus informs us he put three of thoſe cities only 
under the authority and juriſdiction of Syria. And, 
as no alteration was made in the diſtribution of 
Paleſtine after the death of Auguſtus before the 
twelfth year of Claudius, it is evident that the 


other ſeven cities of Paleſtine which completed 
the decad muſt have been added to the Procon - 
ſulate of Syria, either gradually or all together, 
after that time. Conſequently during our Sa vi- 
our's miniſtry, and even eight or nine years aſter, 


when Matthew is ſaid to have written, the very 
term Decapolis, take it in what ſenſe you pleaſe, 7 
could not have had exiſtence, 

In reply to article 3. I have only to obſerve that 
when Judea is uſed generally to ſignify the whole 
of Paleſtine, it includes Galilee as well as the Jew- 7 
Iſh territory beyond the Jordan; and that when it 
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9 fs uſed in contradiſtinction to Galilee or any other 


*Z than the provincial diſtrict of 


E 


udea. 


particular province, it can 1 5 nothing more 
At No. 4, the Doctor quotes one of my argu- 


ments againſt the ſtory of the transfiguration; and 


1 tells you he © can have no opinion of any man's 
judgment who can decide on ſuch a ſubject,” up- 
on ſo trifling an objection. Yet trifling as it is, 


you find he had no way of obviating it, except by 


= declaring that though ** the author of the laſt 


= chapter of Deuteronomy and all the Jews thought 


4 oh Moſes died, as Aaron did before him,” he might 


be tranſlated “ as Elijah was; and this he is in- 
> clined to believe was the caſe.” But what opin- 


ion, Sir, will you have of that man's judgment, 


2 whoin the laſt age of a life ſpent in the particular 


= occupation of explaining the holy ſcriptures to 


others, avows his own diſbelief of the death and 
| burial of Moſes? When one of thoſe ſcriptures * 


informs us, that when God commanded him to 


4 view the promiſed land from mount Abarim, he 
added, when thou haſt ſeen it, thou alſo ſhalt be ga- 
2 thered to thy people, as Aaron thy brother was gather 


ed. When anothery aſſures us that, on a different 
o occaſion, God ſaid to him, Behold the days approach 


A that thou muſt die. Behold thou ſhalt ſleep with thy 
= fathers. And again, + Die in the mount whither 


- 


i thou goeſt up and be gathered unto thy people; as 


Aaron thy brother died in mount Hor, and was gather- 
= ed unto his people. After ſo convincing a proof 


598. 


If how far the judgment of the moſt celebrated wri- 


* 


4 1 ter may be warped by prejudice, I hope, Sir, you, 


> as I have long done, will adopt for the rule of 


your conduct the poet's maxim which I have pre- 


15 Þ Numb. xxvli, 13. S Deut. xxxi. 14, and 16. 4 Deut. xxxli. 50. 


1 TH 
fixed to this letter, and inſtead of truſting implicit- a 
ly to the doctrines of the greateſt men examine 
every queſtion thoroughly on both ſides, and judge | 
for yourſelf. = 

But this objection, which the Doctor calls fo 
trifling and finds ſo unanſwerable, is till farther 
ſtrengthened by another difficulty which I have 

| ſuggeſted in the very ſame note. For in this ſtory | 
of the transfiguration, as well as in that of the bap- 
tiſm of Jeſus, he is miraculouſly called the Sgy of 

God before his death; though till after that Event 
he always diſclaimed that title, calling himſelf on- 
ly Son of Man, as he really was. It was by his 
birth from the grave to his preſent ſpiritual im- 
mortal life that he became the Son of God. The 
day of his reſurrection was the day alluded to in 

the prophecy, “thou art my ſon, this day have I 
begotten thee ;” and that was the day when God 

made him his firſt-born and exalted him far above 
the kings of the earth.“ It was not therefore, as 
Dr. Prieſtley intimates, through 4 ſlight inadver- 
tence of Paul, but by God himſelf that he is declar- 7 
ed to be the Art- born from the dead. 1 
| _Toarticle 5, the Doctor himſelf acknowledges 
he knows not what to anſwer, = 
In article 6, © he ſees nothing deſerving a par- 
ticular anſwer.” He therefore only aſſures you, that 
the miracles which I treat as incredible, he looks 
upon with reverence, and without the leaſt diſpo- 7 
fition to incredulity.“ If you are wiſe, Sir, you 
will be influenced by neither of us; but think and 
reaſon for yourſelf and believe only what your own 
Judgment finds worthy of credit. F 
In the anſwers given to the objections he hass 
marked 7 * 8, the Doctor ſhews that he neither 7 
underſtands 3 3 
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underſtands the meaning of Luke nor me; and 
that he has no fixed, determinate idea in his own. 
mind of the true ſenſe of the phraſe kingdom of God: 
otherwiſe, he could never Nee talked of the 
kingdom of God properly commencing with the 
preaching of Jeſus;” nor that, at the deſtruction 
of Jeruſalem, © the kingdom of God was (only) 
nigh at hand;” nor of © the great prevalence of 
unbelief and conſequently of vice and wickednefs, 
before our Saviour's ſecond coming,” &c. 

In all the authentic ſcriptures the phraſe Ring- 
dom of God uniformly fignifies the eſtabliſhment 
of the new covenant of the Goſpel in the hearts of 
men. That kingdom could not commence till 
Jeſus, the mediator of the new Covenant, was con- 
ſtituted the Meſſiah, Chriſt or King of it, which 


was not till after his reſurrection; nor will it be 


perfected and correſpond to the magnificent ideas 


given of it in all the prophecies, till what is em- 
pharically called of Lord's coming ſhall take place. 
In the mean time, as foon as ever the new Cove- 
nant of that kingdom was publiſhed to the world 
by his apoſtles and firft diſciples, he difplayed 


many viſible, ſupernatural inſtances of the regal 


power with which God had invefted him, in com- 
municating to them the miraculous gifts of the 
holy inſpiration and ſundry revelations of the di- 
vine will reſpecting the future ſtate of human af- 
fairs. And though after the abolition of the old 
Moſaic Covenant, by the total diſperſion of the 
Jewiſh nation, the kingdom of the new Covenant 
was in ſome degree eſtabliſhed in the hearts of the 
few rational, faithful ſubjects of Jeſus Chriſt who ac- 
cepted and adhered to it, yet that glorious, univer- 
ſal ſtate of it, for which we are taught to pray. re- 
mains 


1 


mains ſtill to be accompliſhed. In the interim; 
therefore, it is compared to a little leaven hidden 
in a large bulk of meal, where the leaven repre- 
ſents the ſtate of the kingdom of God in the world 
from that time to the preſent, and the unleavened 
| maſs the rebellious or unreformed ſtate of the reſt 


of mankind under the influence of Judaiſm, Paga- 


niſm, the Antichriſtian apoſtaſy or philoſophic un- 
belief. Now, Sir, try if it be poſſible for you to 
read over the paſſages and parables of the Goſpel 
attributed to Matthew, which I have objected to 
on this account, and to perſuade yourſelf that the 


writer underſtood what our Saviour and all the 
_ Prophets meant by the kingdom of God, which he 


and he alone calls the kingdom of heaven. 

Io article 9, the anſwer is merely hypothetical 
and unwarranted by the hiſtory itſelf. 

In anſwer to article 10, Dr. Prieſtley aſſures you 

that Matthew does not profeſs to relate any par- 

ticulars of the paſchal ſupper, but only the inſti- 

tution of the Lord's ſupper with which it conclu- 


ded.” But what can he mean by an affertion ſo 


palpably untrue? It the ſpirit of polemic zeal 
can miſlead ſo well intentioned a man, as I have 
no doubt Dr. Prieſtley is, into ſuch groſs miſrepre- 
ſentations of facts, as he has been guilty of in theſc 
letters to you, Sir, God preſerve both you and me 
from being ever infected with it! Only turn to 
Matthew c. xxvi. and you will ſee that from v. 17, 
to the end of v. 25, it contains a narrative of the 
Preparation of the paſchal ſupper; of his eating 
it with his diſciples; and of a converſation that 
_ paſſed, whilſt they were eating it, of and with the 
traitor. In the three next verſes is related the in- 
ſtitution of the Lord's ſupper; and then follows 
the 
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the declaration, that he would no more drink of 
the wine himſelf; which Luke fays was made be- 
fore they began the paſchal ſupper, and that he 
did not either then or at the inſtitution of that 
commemorative rite partake of the wine himſelf, 
though the Doctor affirms that Luke tells us he 

The obſervation on my remark in article 11, is 
founded merely in hypotheſis. 

Reſpecting No. 12, I muſt remind you that, 
though I have ſtated “ the appointed meeting of 
Jeſus with his diſciples in Galilee” (which Dr. 
Prieſtley thinks ſo natural) to be a direct contra- 
diction to the truth as it 1s related to us by Luke 
and confirmed by the account which Paul tells us 
he received of it from our Lord himſelf, the Doc- 
tor has not thought proper to take the leaſt notice 
of that contradiction; only to my remark up— 


on the pretended, improbable circumſtance of 


their worſhipping him he is pleaſed to reply, that 
I know the word tranſlated worſhip ſignifies only 
making him a bow, and not paying him divine ho- 
nour. Now, Sir, if you will conſult your greek 
Teſtament, Apoc. xxii. 8, you will find the very 
ſame word uſed to denote that more particular re- 
ſpeft, which the Apoſtle felt himſelf diſpoſed to ſhew 
the angel of the viſion, but which that celeſtial 
miniſter earneſtly prohibited as criminal when of- 
tered to any being but God, However, be the 
meaning of the greek word what it may, he retorts 
upon me, that the ſame expreſſion is uſed alſo by 


Luke to deſcribe the behaviour of the apoſtles to 


Jeſus after his aſcenſion, in the conclufion of his 
(Goſpel. A mere reader of the vulgar tranſlation 
might naturally make ſuch a remark, But is it 

candid 


141 
candid in Dr. Prieſtley, (who p. 58. prefers the 
reading of one ſolitary copy to that of all the other 
exiſting copies taken together, in a paſſage where 
the common ſenſe of the tranſcriber might eafily 
 zinquce him, though unwarrantably, to deviate from 
the words before him) in this place to take no no- 
tice that the words they zworſhipped him are not to 
be found in fix different copies of Luke's Goſpel ? 
And as no writer ever yet introduced circumſtances 
of importance into a conciſe, abbreviated narration 
of an event, and omitted them in a more diffufe ac- 
count of the ſame ſtory given afterwards ; fince this 
ctrcumſtance is not mentioned in the enlarged, par- 
ticular hiſtory of the aſcenſion given us in the Acts; 
every unprejudiced reader will be fatisfied that 


thoſe fix copies give us the genuine reading of 


that verſe; and that the other copies have been in- 
terpolated, in accomodation to the Goſpel of Mat- 
| thew or to the'prepoſleſſion of the tranſcribers. As 


to the doubts mentioned © by the Evangeliſt” call- 


ed Matthew, the Doctor acknowledges they are 


© by no means probable.” But what he means by 


adding that Matthew ** gives no intimation of any 
remaining doubts,” I cannot comprehend ; be- 
auſe his expreſs words are that, at the time when 
he tells us hey worſhipped him, ſome doubted, and to 
that time only my objection refers. 
In the firſt article of his ſeventh letter, the Doc- 
tor is pleaſed to animadvert upon the remarks I 
have made on the fimilitude ſaid, in this Goſpel 
alone, to ſubfiſt between the fituation of Jonah in 
the whale's belly, and that of our Saviour in the 
rave. All that he ſays however upon the ſubject 
is that, the proper evidence of the divine miſſion 
of Jefus was his reſurrection.“ But that evidence 
was 
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was not given to the Jewiſh people at large, as the | 
Phariſees required, but only to thoſe pre- elected 
witneſſes his firſt diſciples. He adds that Jonah 
and Jeſus continued in a ſtate nearly alike; though 


> the firſt was alive and the other dead;” (what a 


ſtriking likeneſs!) and for the ſame ſpace of time; 
for that in the Jewiſh phraſeology three days aud 
three nights only means the third day.” I have too 
often ſmiled over the impotent efforts of commen- 
tators upon this ſubje& not to know that this laſt 
aſſertion is abſolutely without foundation; not a 
ſingle inſtance of ſuch phraſeology being to be pro- 


. duced out of the Jewiſh ſcriptures, Indeed, if in 


any language the phraſe a night and a day does not 
ſignify the whole nucthemeron of twenty four hours 
it muſt be abſolutely unintelligible. For example, 
as Jeſus did not expire till the ninth hour of the 
day, if you allow the time neceſſary after his death, 
for the petition of Joſeph to Pilate; for his taking 
down the corpſe from the croſs, preparing the cloth 
to wrap it in and depoſiting it in the ſepulchre; he 
could not have been in the grave more than an hour 
or perhaps half an hour of what Dr. Prieſtley calls 


one night and one day. How then are we to under- 


ſtand the apoſtle Paul when he fays * a night and 
a day I have been in the deep? Was he only half an 
hour or an hour-in that perilous fituation ? 2 
With reſpect to article 2. as the whole force of 
the Doctor's anſwer to my objection conſiſts in the 


queſtion with which he concludes it; for a reply, 


I have only to defire you to read over his own quo- 


tation from my book ; where you will ſee that 
queſtion already fully anſwered. 


What he has thought proper to ſay reſpecting 


2 Cor. Xi. 28. 


r 
the two parables mentioned in article 3. merits nt 
the leaſt notice. 

In reply to the Doctor's animadverſions on the 
fourth article, I wiſh you to aſk him, ſince he has 
undertaken to explain how evil thoughts * may be 
faid to come out of a man's mouth,” why he did 
not explain to you alſo, how murder and theft can 
be ſaid to proceed out of Ihe mouth of the ſolitary, 
filent murderer or thief ? 

Taking notice of the parab!e marked by Dr. 
Prieſtley, No. 5, I have remarked the injuſtice of 
puniſhing an offender after granting him“ abſolute 
unconditional forgiveneſs ;” to which the Doctor 
replies, “it is agreeable, however, to the maxims 


of the divine government, all the promiſes, as wel! 


as threatenings of God, being in fact conditional. 
Is not this a curious anſwer? 
In article 6. the DoQor quotes my objections to 


our Lord's being made to lay there be eunuchs who 


have made themſelves eunuchs for the kingdom of hea- 
ven's ſake, and tells you thoſe words *evidently 
mean, their chooſing to lead a fingle life.“ If this 
were true, Sir, is it credible that inſtances of reſo- 


lutions or vows of celibacy, for the kingdom of hea- 


den's ſake, could have taken place not only before 
the commencement of that Kingdom, but even 
when it had hardly been proclaimed in public and 
was only announced to the Jews as approaching or 
near at hand? But tranſlate the whole ſentence ac- 


cording to Dr. Prieſtley's interpretation of this 


clauſe, and obſerve what nonfenſe it will make. 
There are ſome leaders of a fingle life who were 
ſo born from their mother's womb; and there are 
ſome leaders of a fingle life who were made to lead 


_ gle 


A * life by men; and there be leaders of a ſin- 
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gle life who have made themſelves lead a ſingle 
life for the kingdom of heaven's ſake,” Can Dr. 
Prieſtley be ſeriouſly in earneſt in all this? Vet as if 
he ſuppoſed you could be ſatisfied with ſuch child- 
iſh abſurdity, he tells you my objection requires no 
other animadverſion. But he adds that, Tatian the 


> diſciple of Juſtin Martyr was the founder of the 
ſect of the Encratites; and that if this goſpel had 


1 


been written after his time, it could never have 
been received as the production of Matthew. Now 


when a man lays ſo very great and important a ſtreſs 
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upon the teſtimony of the early ecclefiaſtical wri- 


ters as Dr. Prieſtley does, he ought at leaſt to be 
very well verſed in them, and perfectly to under- 
ſtand what that teftimony is. But whether Euſe- 
bius is as incomprehenſible to the Doctor as Ter 


tullian ſeems to be, or whether he reads with the 
* ſame inconfiderate precipitancy with which he 


ſometimes appears to write, and ſo does not allow 
himſelf time to attend to the author's meaning, I 
know not. TI only know that, in the very paſlage 
from which he learned that 'Tatian was at all con- 
nected with the Encratites, * Euſebius ſays, that 
ſect procceded from Saturninus and Marcion, who 


both preceded Juſtin; and conſequently it exiſted, 
as Sir Iſaac Newton long ago obſerved, in the be- 
ginning of the ſecond century. 


To what I have remarked upon the parable al- 


| 2 luded to in article . the Doctor has given nothing 


of this Goſpel, Dr. Prieſtley tells you that it muſt 


like an anſwer; and therefore, if the matter were of 


greater importance than it is, no reply is neceſſary 
= on my part. | | 


In the eighth and laſt article of his defence 


be 


* Hiſt. Eccl, I. iv. c. 29. 
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be owing to my 1gnorance or inattention, that I un- 
derſtand the word &:wv, in the ſame ſenſe in which 


ir has always been tranſlated hitherto, as ſignifying 
literally everlaſting or eternal; for that it ſignifies 


merely an indefinite long period. Even this new 
tranſlation however would not remove the difficul- 
ty I have ſtated. But fince the very fame word is 


_ uſed to expreſs the duration of the future life of 
the righteous and the duration of the puniſhment 


of the wicked, and in the very ſame ſentence, either 


it muſt ſigniſy ſtrictly everlaſting in both caſes; or 


elſe the furure exiſtence promited to the righteous 
mult be underſtood to mean only exiftence for az 
indefinite long period : and the longeſt period com- 
pared with eternity 1s the mere exiſtence of a mo- 
ment. Upon what authority then does Dr. Prieſt- 
ley, by ſuch modes of interpreting the ſcriptures, 


preſume to deprive the faithful diſciple of Jeſus 
Chriſt of his brighteſt and moſt encouraging prol- 


pect, reduce his hopes of future happineſs from 
eternity to time and rob him of the moſt precious 
promiſes of the Goſpel? _ 

In his Appendix, p. 168, to invalidate the ob- 
jection ariſing from this writer's repreſenting the 
women as preſent at the ſepulchre of Jeſus, at the 
ſame time with the ſoldiers, the Doctor tells you 
that “ there are ſeveral inſtances in which the pro- 
noun Eg, ye is uſed without any particular em- 
phaſis, or contraſt; as when our Saviour ſays, Matt. 
v. 48, Be ye perfeft even as your Father who is in 
heaven is per fect. Matt, xiii. 18, Hear ye therefore 
the parable of the ſower.” Vet, in the firſt inſtance, 
the diſciples, in the words immediately preceding, 
are informed how other men and eſpecially publi- 


«Cans behav e and taught that their own benevolence 
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"X muſt be of a more exalted and perfect Kind. And, 
in the ſecond, replying to the queſtion aſked by his 


diſciples, why he ſpoke to the mulritudes in para— 


XZ bles? Jeſus fays, © becauſe it is given unto jor to 


know the myſteries of the kingdom of heaven, hut 


to them it is not given,” &c, Hear ye therefore 
the parable of the ſowet.“ So that when the Doe- 
tor with an air of triumph aſks, „hefe is the con- 


traſt here?” If you were much younger than, I ſup- 
poſe, he takes you to be, you would readily anſwer 
him, in the former caſe, between the diſciples and 


= the publicans; and, in the latter, between them 


and the generality of the people to whom the para- 
bles were not explained. 

The Doctor's eighth letter to you is on my ob- 
jections to the Goſpel of Mark. And he begins 


and ends it with repreſenting me as having prefer- 
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red the Goſpel of Luke merely by accident or ca- 
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price; and tells you that I ſhould “ have found as 


= much to object to in this Goſpel as in the former if 


& 1 had beſtowed equal pains on it,” &c. If you 
have read my book with any attention, you muſt 


know, Sir, that inſtead of forming my judgment 


3 


upon no grounds, as the Doctor thinks fit to aſſert, 


I have ſtated my reafons for that judgment very 
fully and explicitly. Wherher thoſe reaſons 1nay 


be as convincing to any of my readers as they arc 


. : : | 5 


to myſelf, is not for me to determine; but how- 


ever weak and trifling they may appear to Dr. 
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8 
41 


* 


Prieſtley, in common decency as well as juſtice, 
= he ſhould have contented himſelf with expoſing 
=X their weakneſs and futility ; and not have repeat- 
=x edly mifrepreſented me as having acted in a mat- 
ter wy inch high importance without any reaſon 
at all. | 


With 
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With reſpect to 100 paucity of my obſervations 
on the Goſpel called Mark's, according to the ta- 
bles of Ammianus, there are but twenty paſſages 


of any kind in the whole Goſpel which are pecu- 
liar to this writer. The reſt, excepting what I 


have taken notice of in the e k as borrow- 


ed from the Goſpel of John, are all found either 
in that of Matthew or of Luke. The latter I could 
not object to conſiſtently with my own principles; 
the former had been already animadverted upon 
in my objections to the Goſpel of Matthew ; and 
of the remaining twenty paſlages I have made re- 
marks upon ſeven, which were all that appeared 


to me worthy of being noticed on ſuch an oc- 


caſion. 

The only anſwer which the Doctor has vouch- 
ſafed to give to my remark, No. 1, is a mere con- 
fident aſſertion, which every perſon converſant in 
the eccleſiaſtical writings of the ſecond and third 


centuries knows to be directly contrary to the mat- 


ter of fact. Of this you yourſelf may be cafily 


| ſatisfied by the peruſal of thoſe teſtimonies to 


which I have referred you in the paſſage quoted 

by Dr. Prieſtley. Y 
In article 2, the Doctor tells you no anſwer is 

neceſſary to the obſervations he has quoted; there- 

fore can have nothing to reply. TI only beg leave 

to remark to you that, I have never called this Gol- 3 


pel an abridement, nor the author an abridger of the 


others, though the Doctor here aſſerts and elſe- 
where repeatedly inſinuates that J have done ſo. 
In article 3, Dr. Prieſtley chooſes to inſinuatc 
alſo that I have called the author a mere copier o 
Matthew and Luke, though I never thought oi 
ſuch a thing, except in thoſe paſſages where ther 
Us © 


e 
do not claſh with each other. As to the reſt of his 


remark, if you will turn to the Evangeliſt himſelf, 
you will find that his words will not warrant ſuch 


: Z an evaſive anſwer as the Doctor has thought pro- 


per to give. 

To my objections quoted in article 4, the Doc- 
tor's only direct anſwer is altogether unwarrantably 
hypothetical ; but his illuſtration from the old teſ- 
tament muſt not paſs unnoticed. 

Elijah and Eliſha are by no means proper oh 
jects of compariſon with the prophet Jeſus ; but 
Moſes certainly is ſo. And I beg your attention 
to the two inſtances of his conduct upon fimilar 
occaſions produced by Dr. Prieſtley, The latter, 
which in order of time ought to have been men— 
tioned firſt, was no miracle, but a reſtoration of the 
waters of Mara to ſalubrity and an agreeable taſte 
by means of the naturally medical property of a 
particular wood, as the author of Eccleſiaſticus 
has very properly obſerved. The other, ziv. the 
ſtriking the rock, which tended to make the peo- 
ple believe that his ſtroke alone gave vent to the 
1mpriſoned waters and made them flow, 1s record- 
ed as being immediately condemned by the Deity 
himſelf ; and in puniſhment for his not clearly 
manifeſting the miraculous interpoſition of the Al- 
mighty, by merely ſpeaking to the rock as he was 
commanded, he was doomed like all the other re- 
bellious Iſraelites to die in the wilderneſs and not 
to enter into the promiſed land. And had Jeſus of 
Nazareth been guilty of the practices aſcribed to 
him in this Goſpel, he would have been equally 
criminal in the fight of God. 

To the firſt of the objections quoted in the fifth 
and laſt article of this letter the Doctor, anſwers , that 

the 


1 
the words are not to be taken in their literal ſenſe, 
which he allows is impoſſible; but only to mean 
that the ſufferer would have more than an equiva- 
tent ſatis faction of another kind.“ But ſince the 
centuple compenſation is expreſsly limited to the 
reſent life, this ſeems to me equally impoſſible 
with the literal ſenſe in a great variety of caſes. 
And even ſuppoſing the conſolation of a good con- 
ſcience to be more than an equivalent for any lofles 
that can be cauſed by perſecution, (which, ſetting 
futurity out of the queſtion, I believe nobody will 
allow,) becauſe Dr. Prieſtley has, without doubt, 
received this more than equivalent ſatisfation for the 
loſs of his library and laboratory, would any writer 
be warranted in afferting that he had now, in this 
time, received an hundred ſuch libraries and an 
hundred equally valuable laboratories? 
The other objection the Doctor tells you“ needs 8 
no anſwer;” and accordingly he has given none 
ro it. | 
The concluding ſentence of this eighth letter is 
really curious; and feems to imply that Dr. Prieſt- 
ley has conceived fo thoroughly contemptible an 
opinion of the apoſtles and firſt preachers of chriſ- 
rianity as to think it highly improbable that any of 
them ſhould have been capable of ſhewing by the 
ſtyle and manner of their writing that they were en- 
ducd with any degree of genius and mental abili- 
ties; or that they had common ſenſe ſufficient to 
underſtand propriety of language. Under ſuch 
great obligations to their zealous, decent advocate, 
on this occaſion, are Matthew, Mark and John! 

The Doctor's ninth letter contains his animad- 
verſions on my objections to the Goſpel of John. 
And in article 3. replying © to my remark on the 
great 


1 


great difference between the ſtyle of this Goſpel 
and the Revelation, he tells you that there is as 
great difference of ſtyle between ſome of Paul's 
Epiſtles. If he means thoſe Epiſtles of Paul which 
I allow to be genuine, nothing can be leſs true; 
and I defy him to prove it. It he means only to 


compare the ſtyle of them to that of the Epiſtle to 


the Hebrews, as I ſuſpect, or of any other of the 
Epiſtles which I reject as ſpurious, though the ar- 
gument is urged by him with all the unfairneſs of 
a profeſſional polemic, inſtead of anſwering his end 
in this caſe, it tends only to confirm my arguments 
againſt thoſe Epiſtles, ©. 
As to the ſuppoſition tha: the apoſtles, even af- 
ter the gift of tongues, did not underſtand Greek 
enough to compoſe their own writings without the 
aſſiſtance of different perſons at different times, it 1s 
too abſurd to merit any notice. It is made tov of 
Paul for one, who we know ſpoke the greek lan- 
guage with the utmoſt fluency : and who preached 
the Goſpel to the Athenians and to every princi- 
pal city of Greece in their native language. How- 
ever, for fear this ſuppoſition ſhould not prove ſa- 
tisfactory even to a young man, he ſubjoins an inſi- 
nuation, that the Apocalypſe was nor written by 
John the apoſtle, but by he other Johu. Pray Sir, 
aſk him who the other John was? The ſcriptures 
mention only two diſciples of that name; one-the 
apoſtle, emphatically e ſervant of Jeſus Chriſt, 
who, according to his own avowal and the whole 
weight of the Doctor's all-ſufficient teſtimony of evi- 
dence, was the author of the Apocalypſe; the other 
ſurnamed Mark, by which latter appellation he was 
uſually called to diſtinguiſh him from the apoſtle, 


= and who there is not the ſlighteſt pretence to ima- 


gine | 


* 1 


eine was made the organ of choſe important pro- 
phecies. The grand revelations of the Goſpel, af- 
ter our Lord's aſcenſion, were made firſt to John 
in the viſions of the Apocalypſe, and ſecondly to 
Paul, as he has informed us in his Epiſtles. And, 
fince the latter was the apoſtle to the Gentiles, no- 
thing can be more 1mprobable, than that our Sa- 
viour ſhould have paſſed by all his other choſen 
apoſtles and manifeſted his pred iilection of ſome 
other John that nobody ever heard off, by ſending 
angels to ſhew him the prophetic viſions of that 
book, which is emphatically denominated the Re- 
velation of Feſus Chriſt. 
In article 2. Dr. Prieſtley tells you chat the term 
Logos, uſed by the author of this Goſpel and the 
Epiſtles called John's and by no other didactic wri- 
ter of the new teſtament, was moſt probably not 
borrowed from Plato, but is uſed only in the ſame 
_ ſenſe as he word of God is in the old teſtament, by 
which we are told all things were made. But thoſe 
expreſhons of Moſes and David are evidently mere 
figures of ſpeech, denoting that every part of the 
creation roſe into exiſtence at the command, or more 
properly at the will of the Deity ; for it is not to be 
imagined that God actually ſpeaks as men do, when 
he wills any thing to be done. When the prophet 
deſcribes the almighty as bringing a ſword over 
any particular country and ſaying ſword go through 
that land, is any man abſurd enough to think that 
God really ſpeaks ſo to a ſword? Yet it were e- 
qually unreaſonable to underſtand that rhe Deity 
made uſe of any words at all, when Moſes deſcribes 
the exertion of his infinite power by the phraſe and 
God ſaid, or when David alluding to that Moſaic 
phraſe tells us the world was created by the nou 
mail 


s 


tv Ty a 


nand or word of God and by the breath of his mouths 
Now, inſtead of theſe figurative phraſes, put the 
7 plain literal meaning, viz. the will of God, and 
try whether you can make any tolerable ſenſe of 
this Goſpel, if Logos is ſo underſtood. In the 


beginning was the will of God, and the will of God 

was with God; and the will of God was God.” And 

again, and the will of God was made fleſh and 
_* dwelt amongſt us and we beheld its glory, the glo- 
ry as of the only begotten of the father, full of grace 
and truth.” As long as men, who think it their 
> duty, which it certainly is, to uſe their reaſon in 
= judging of religious queſtions, ſhall from long ha- 
bit and the prejudice of education remain under 
the delufion of belicving all the preſent canoni- 
cal ſcriptures to be genuine works of the apoſtles 
and firſt diſciples of our Saviour, ſo long they will 
= miſapply their time and abilities in imagining hy- 
2 potheſes which may, in ſome ideal manner, recon- 


cile contradictions abſolutely irreconcileable; and 
in endeavouring to give ſome ſemblance of a ratio- 
nal meaning to thoſe abſurdly fabulous, ſuperſtiti- 
ous paſſages on which have been founded, firſt the 
pagan doctrine of the pre-exiſtence of Jeſus and his 
miraculous birth, and ſecondly the blaſphemous 
and worſe than pagan doctrine of his deification in 


the monſtrous ſyſtem of the Trinity. But though 


their ſkilful diſplay of great learning and ingenuity 


in their endeavours on theſe occaſions way perhaps 


ſatisfy themſelves and their own religious party, 


their arguments are never convincing to other peo- 
ple; for one inſuperable objection to the ſucceſs 
of their well intended labours always remains. 


If theſe books are the works of men choſen, de- 


legated and miraculouſly impowered by the heaven- 
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y fource of truth, light and wiſdom to teach all! 
men, even the moſt unlearned and ignorant, the * 


true object of their religious worſhip, the duties 


which that Deity requires them to practice and the 


proſpect of a future recompenſe promiſed to their = 
obedience; the true meanin gof the ſeveral paſſa- 
ges they contain ought to be obſcure and hard to ble 
under ſtood to no perſon endowed with common ſenſe 


not even to a child. This was the caſe with the re. 


ligion revealed by Moſes to the people of Iſrael. 


It is impoſſible for any Jew to read the Pentateuch . 
without perfectly underſtanding the proper and on- 


ly object of his adoration; the duties enjoined upon 1 


him; and the temporal rewards and puniſnments 
annexed to the obedience and diſobedience both 7 
of individuals and of their nation. And fince the 

religion of the Goſpel is declared to be far more 
pure and perfect, of far more extenſive influence, 
and deſigned by heaven to illuminate the under- 7 
ſtandings and reform the morals of all the nations 
of the earth, ſurely it ought to be, if not more per 
3 at leaſt as univerſally intelligible, in a! 
thoſe eſſential points, as the religion of the Moſaic 7 
Law. And therefore, in every authentic ſcriptur: 7 
of the new covenant, not that to which the labour- 
ed gloſſes of learned ingenuity may wreſt it, but 7 
that which the words themſelves would naturally 
ſuggeſt to the illiterate reader, muſt be the true 
ſenſe of every paſſage; a ſenſe which no candid, 
impartial reaſoner can ſuppoſe to be unintelligible 
to a large majority of readers both learned and un- 
learned, and diſcernible only by a few. The in- 
comprehenfibility therefore, or ambiguous obſcu- 
rity of certain paſſages, or their inconfiſtency with 
reaſon or with other parts of ſcripture which are 


1 


9 : Ielear and plain and univerfally intelligible, may 


1 nu us. with a very ſtrong argument to ſhew that 
unleſs there are ſatisfactory marks of their interpo- 
4 dor, the ſcriptures which contain them cannot be 
the works of the apoſtles or primitive diſciples of 


5 
95 


I F Feſus Chriſt; but whilſt thoſe ſcriptures and thoſe 


; paſſages are allowed to be genuine, the ſenfe in 


5 9 which the many, not that in which the few readers 
underſtand them, muſt be ſuppoſed to be the ſenſe 


in which God intended they ſhould be underſtood. 
1 | 5 When you have read the Doctor's anſwer as it 


ftands in article 3, I beg, Sir, yoo wil} turn to p. 
© 226, of my treatiſe, and read the whole paſſage 

© which he refers to, The peruſal will ſatisfy you, 
12 > that all the objections I have there urged remain 


1 >; in full force. But i is curious to ſee the Doctor 
defend the authenticity of this Goſpel, at the ex- 


ce, 
b. pence of the veracity of thoſe of Matthew and Mark 
ns FX and ſtill determine to adhere to all three as apoſto- 
r. lic hiſtories of divine truths. 

a! His remark on article 4. is exactly fimilar to the 
ic = laſt. He allows the contradictory falſehood to ex- 
irc iſt; and concludes it to be on the part of the wri- 
11- ter called Matthew: yet tells you it gives not C any 
ut; © juſt grounds for arraigning tae authenticity” of his 
111 = Goſpel. 

ue In article 5, what little the DoAor has thought 
d, ſit to advance is merely hypothetical. 

ll: To my objection introduced in article 6, the 
n- = Dottor anſwers only by aſking whether it is neceſ- 
in. © fary, that every true, authentic book of ſcripture 


it is abſolutely neceſſary. For fince I am affured 


3 that the ſpirit of prophecy, not the opinions of the 
1 Fachers of the Church or of ſuccedcing commen- 


= ſhould contain ſome prophecy ? To which I reply, 
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tators, is the teſtimony of Feſus; I can never admit 
any book in evidence of the truth as it is in Feſus, 
unleſs it is ſtamped with the unqueſtionable mark 
of this celeſtial atteſtation, When Dr. Prieſtley 


tells you that the Goſpels of Matthew and Mark 
have as much of this internal evidence as that of 


Luke,“ he raſhly affirms what it is not in his pow- 
er to prove; as I have fully ſhewn in my exami- 
nation of all the prophecies they ſeverally contain. 

In anſwer to what Dr Prieſtley is pleaſed to cal! 
my cavil, article 7, he gives you a curious ſpecimen 
of an enigma, which you find conſiſts in a man's ſay- 


ing that he himſelf will do, what he knows he can 
not do, but what he believes another will do for 


him. As a Chriſtian, the Doctor knows that the 
ſame powerful being that raiſed up Jeſus from the 
dead will alfo raiſe him up: but would this war- 
rant his ſaying, deſtroy this body and in the courſe 
of a few years I will raiſe it up? In our Saviour, 


however, he thinks ſuch an enigmatical expreſſion, 
in plain Engliſh, a direct falſehood is very allow- 
able, becauſe © he was in no danger of being under- 
ſtood to ſay that a dead man could do any thing.” 


But according to this author Jeſus was not proper- 
ly a man; but, even before his death and reſurrec- 
tion, the Son of God, the Logos (which he calls God 
himſelf) made fleſh. And Dr. Prieſtley muſt be very 
ignorant of the arguments of the Trinitarians, if he 


does not know that he has been for ſeveral centu- 


ries ſo underſtood by a great majority of profeſled 
Chriſtians; and that much ſtreſs is laid on this ve- 
ry paſlage of ſcripture to prove the divinity of Jeſus 

Cank. .-. 5 
Having endeavoured to evade one palpable falſe- 
hood under the name of an enigma, in article 8, he 
tries 
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tries to get rid of another by denominating it a fl. 


gurative expreſſion. But if the words, a man ſhall 


never ſee death, ſhall never taſte of death, fhall never 
die are not plain literal language devoid of every fi- 
gurative meaning, I ſhould be glad to know what 
words are ſo, You and I, Sir, have nothing to do 
with the frivolous attempts of interpreters to ex- 
plain away the groſſeſt abſurdities by changing the 
words as well as the ſenſe of the author ; but with, 
the obvious meaning of the author's own words: 
and we know that the words ever die cannot fig- 
nify the ſame as not die for ever; and that they are 
ſpoken of every man then living who believed on 
him, not only of thoſe who are to live at his coming. 
I prefer a refidence in the country to one in the 
metropolis; but ſhould I ſay I never abode in Lon- 
don, becauſe I did not abide there for ever, no pre- 
tence of figurative meaning could exculpate me of 
nw ³ꝛ·. 5 

In article 9, the Doctor not only introduces a 
remark of mine upon a paſſage in this Goſpel, but 
alſo recurs back again to the Goſpel of Matthew. 
If you will take the trouble of turning to both 
the pages of my book, which he has quoted, you 
will find in them both ſeveral irreconcileable con- 
tradictions ſtated, which muſt be abſolute falſe- 
hoods on one fide or the other; and, in that re- 
ſpecting John's Goſpel, one unanſwerable argu- 
ment urged to prove that the author could not be 
a Jew. Of all theſe Dr. Prieſtley takes not the 
leaſt notice; but in reply to my objection to both 
paſſages on account of the power {aid to be given 
to the Apoſtles of forgiving or retaining whoſeſo- 


= ever fins they pleaſed, he tells you it was a power 


exerted by our Saviour himſelf, One of the very 
1 8 | terms, 


11 
terms, indeed, of the new Covenant is the remiſſion 
of all paſt fins to thoſe who faithfully receive it, 
and ſo far all its preachers muſt declare: but when 
did Jeſus retain any perſon's fins? The Doctor 
tells you alſo that, whatever power Jeſus had he 
transferred it to the Apoſtles,” If this were true, 
Sir, fince one of thoſe powers muſt have been the 
power of transferring them to others, the Apoftles 
too, as the Priefthood of the orthodox and holy Ca- 
tholic Church affirms, bave transferred the very fame 
powers to their ſucceſſors; and every Prieſt regu- 
larly ordained has now the power of forgiving or 
retaining fins at pleaſure. Who then can wonder 
at the earneſt contention of even the reformed 
Churches to prove their lineal ſucceſſion from 
the Apoſtles? And what a pity it is that the Doc- 
tors anti-epiſcopal ordination ſhould bar his claim 
to that valuable transfer! Otherwiſe he might 
have opened as pretty and perhaps as lucrative an 
office for indulgencies, abſolutions, and anathemas, as 
2 Roman-Catholic Prieſt or even the Pope him- 
—_ Se. Cao 
The only thing deſerving your or my attention 
in what the Doctor has ſaid on article 10, is his aſ- 
fertion that God has been and will be worſhipped 
with ſacrifices and oblations under the new covenant; 
that is, by the faithfut members of that covenant. 
To prove the firſt part of an aſſertion ſo repugnant 
to reaſon and to the plain ſenſe of the moſt authen- 
tic ſcriptures, he refers you to the caſe of Jeſus and 
his Apoftles who worſhipped God according to the 
rites of Moſes; and for the latter, to his own pe- 
culiar opinion that, at the converſion of the Jews. 
to Chriſtianity, their temple at Jeruſalem will be 
rebuilt, and the Moſaic ritual of oblations and 
burnt 


I burnt offerings reeſtabliſhed. But whatever weight 
ghis opinion may have with himſelf, as far as I can 

judge, it will, in this caſe, have none at all with 
any other thinking man. As to Jeſus and his Apol- 
tles, it muſt be remembered that the promulgation 
of the new covenant did not commence till the day 
of Pentecoſt, after our Lord's aſcenſion; and that 
the religion of that new covenant cannot, in any 
ſenſe, be ſaid to have been properly eſtabliſhed in 
the world till after the old covenant had been pro- 
videntially aboliſhed by the deſtruction of the tem- 
pale and city of Jeruſalem. 

” © Arricle 11, is divided into two diſtinct parts: 
and what the Doctor has infinuated in the firſt reſts 
-— entirely upon ſuppoſitions of the ancients and him- 
ſelf, made without the ſlighteſt foundation from 
the ſcriptures, Their recourſe therefore to ſuch 

= 7 
> hypotheſes ſhews they were aware of the difficulty, 
but does not remove it. The fecond part relates 
to the caſe of Lazarus, who, Dr. Prieſtley inti- 
mates, was “ready to leave all and follow him, 
but that Jeſus had not required of him ſo to do.” 
But when you confider that, on his ſending out the 
leventy other diſciples to announce the ſpeedy ap- 
proach of the new covenant of the kingdom of God, 
he told them * that the harveſt was pleuteous, bur 
ze labourers few; and directed them to pray to the 
= Lord of the harveſt to ſend forth labourers into his har- 
= weſt; when he told the young phariſee & that, if he 
would complete his virtuous diſpoſition, he mutt 
dell and diſtribute all he had and come and follow 

kim; can you believe that any man could be his 
= deareſt and moſt beloved friend, who never follow- 

= <4 him, nor gave up any worldly comfort or can- 
=_ 5 =: Fenicnce,: 
1 3 | > = Lal x, 1. Luke xviil. 22. 
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remain as uſeleſs for the purpoſe of preaching the 
Goſpel of the new covenant, as he had been before. 
In article 12, the Doctor has quoted my objec- 


tion to the miraculous transformation of water in- 


to wine; but he has not ſaid one word that can tend 
to render credible a miracle in its very nature ſo 
highly improper and improbable. 
In article 13, he acknowledges that the ſtory al- 
luded to is attended with conſiderable difficulties, 
which he does not even attempt to remove; only 
with a view to obviate one difficulty ariſing from 
our Saviour's being made to ſay that the time of 
that converſation was four months before the har- 


veſt, he tells you, that is not the meaning of the 


words; but it is merely a proverbial expreſſion de- 
noting that the natural harveſt followed the ſeed 
time, at the diſtance of ſour months.” If Dr. Prieſt- 
ley, at his time of life, 1s really unacquainted with 
the ſeaſons of ſeed-time and harveſt in the climate 
of Paleſtine, ſince the duties of his profeſſion requi- 
red of him a perfect knowledge of the manners and 
cuſtoms of the inhabitants, ſuch ignorance muſt 
appear as culpable, as it is unaccountable. Yet 
fince it would be ſtill more unpardonable in him, 
wilfully to aſſert a falſehood, we muſt ſuppoſe that 
he does not know at what ſeaſon their corn was 
Pleaſe, therefore to inform him that, if he 
will turn to the conclufion of Genefis, c. 8, he will 
find ſeed- time and harveſt put for ſeaſons of the year 


as diametrically oppoſite to eacho theras ſummer and 


winter, 


venience, nor took the leaſt pains to forward the im 
portant object of his miſſion; but continued to live 
inactively until his death with his family at Bethany, 
and then, according to this hiſtory, was moſt mira- 
culouſly reſtored to life again, only that he might 


RA 


E winter, and uſed with the latter to denote the four 
regular ſeaſons of the year, inſtead of autumn and 
ping. Their barley harveſt began firſt; and, if he 
"XX will look for the word Barley in Calmet's dictiona- 
ry, he will find that in Judea it as ſozvn in autumn 
and reaped in ſpring. Or, if he will conſult the 

travels of the liberal-minded, intelligent Volney 
J into Egypt and Syria c. 20. ſec. 9, he will ſee that, 
from the nature of that climate it is impoſſible it 
ZZ ſhould be otherwiſe; for that there are no rains to 
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| render the grounds cultivable except about the 


times of the equinoxes; that, therefore, after the 
== autumnal rains are over, the inhabitants ſow their 
barley and wheat in October, and begin their har- 
. == veſt in April; ſo that the diſtance between the two 
tf = ſeaſons is not four, but fix months; and the words of 
this Goſpel are capable of no other ſenſe than that 
in which I underſtand them. He 
To my remark quoted in article 14, the anſwer 
is quite hypothetical. 3 
In article 15, to what I have ſaid of the incredi- 
ble hiſtory of the Pool of Betheſda, the Doctor 
mentions an interpolation of the paſſage which de- 
| ſcribes the miraculous virtue of the water; an in- 
terpolation that may well be doubted of, (though 
£ ſome copyiſts have omitted the paſſage, convinced 
perhaps from the filence of every other writer that 
zit could not be true,) becauſe the impotent man's 
Zanſwer to our Saviour implies the very ſame; and 
ſeems to ſtand in need of the fourth and latter part 
of the third verſe to make it clearly intelligible. 
But ſuppoſe the whole to be a groundleſs fiction 
palmed upon the writer, how, ſays the Doctor, 
does this affect his character? He might have been 
credulous, in this Mts and yet his hiſtory _ 
„ | | t e 
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the leſs authentic.” You ſee, Sir, that according 

to Dr. Prieſtley provided you allow theſe books to 
be the genuine works of the apoſtles, you may 
deem the writers themſelves to be as ignorant, 111- 
anformed, ſuperſtitious, credulous old fools as you 
pleaſe. But I, Sir, and I hope you, expect the cho- 
ſen meſſengers of heaven to be men of a very dit- 
| ferent character from this; which muſt as effectu- 
ally deſtroy all rational confidence in what they 
have told us, as if they were convicted of wilful 
falſchood. And indeed if John was the writer of 
this Goſpel, he muſt alſo have been the author of 


this abſurd fiction, for he lived long at Jeruſalem, 


and therefore muſt have known it to be falſe. As 
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he was one of the twelve too, he muſt have been 


preſent with his maſter at the time when the mira- 3 | 


cle is ſaid to be wrought, ſo that he muſt relate it 


as a fact of which he himſelf was eye-witneſs, £ 


and not as a thing zaken for granted upon the credit 
of another narrator. 

The numerous contradictions Rated in the pat- 
ſage quoted from my book in article 16, Dr. Prieſt- 


ley allows to exiſt; but tells you, it is more pro. 


bable that the miſinformation, i. e. the falſehood, 


ſhonld be on the part of Luke's narration than ot 


John' 8. Should 1 * appear ſo to you, Sir, 1 EE "i 2 


deed written to little purpoſe. But then you muſt 
of neceſſity reje& the Goſpel of Luke out of your 
creed: for I cannot perſuade myſelf that you alto 7 
can be ſo irrational, as to believe the truth of two 

hiſtories which flatly contradict each other. As to 


the groundleſs ſuppoſition “about 2he Preparatio: 


of the paſſover,” it will not bear a moment's conſi- 4 
deration; becauſe when the author aſſerts that the | 5 


rulers of the Jews went not into the judgment hall, 


that they might not by contamination be prevent: | 2 
| a 
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ed from eating the Paſſover, he plainly tells us that 
the Paſſover remained to be eaten; whereas, accor- 
abe to all the other Goſpels, it had been eaten the 
evening before. 

I will not fo far affront your underſtanding, as to 
take any notice of the remaining ſuppoſitions of the 
Doctor's ninth letter. But with reſpect to the cir- 


3 : cumſtance of our Lord's waſhing the apoſtle's feet 


upon what authority can he, who allows the truth 
of this hiſtory, preſume to ſay that it was not“ in- 
tended to be imitated literally?“ When the expreſs. 
words of Jeſus are ſaid to be, If I your Lord and 
Maſter have waſhed your feet; (and he had literally 
* waſhed rhem;) ye alſo ought (without doubt literal- 
1 to waſh one another's feet. For I have given you 
an example, that ye ſhould do as I have done unto you. 

The Doctor's Tok letter to you is on the ſubject 
ol the Epiſtle to the Romans; and he begins with 
telling you, I ought to ſay © what, in my idea, 


> conſtitutes 4 canonical book of the New Teſtament.” 

By a canonical book, I ſuppoſe he means a book wor- 
thy to be admitted by a rational chriſtian as the 
rule of his religious faith and practice. To conſti- 
>= rute ſuch a book, Sir, in my idea, it is indiſpenſa- 
== bly requiſite, that it ſhould be free from all grounds 
of reaſonable doubt and ſuſpicion; that it ſhould 
have every poſhble external teſtimony in its favour; 


: 


and contain every neceſſary internal evidence of its 


4 being the work of an apoftle or ſome other primi- 
= tive diſciple of Jeſus commiſhoned by him and both 
= naturally and ſupernaturally qualified to proclaim 


and teach the religion of the new covenant of the 
kingdom of God: and I think myſelf abundantly 
warranted in rejecting out of my canon of holy ſcrip- 


Y 1 ture every book or every paſſage of a book which is 


unable 


1 


unable to ſtand theſe teſts of examination. The 
Epiſtle to the Romans, after mature and impartial 
examination, appears to me to be one of thoſe and 
therefore I reject it, notwithſtanding its containing 
what Dr. Prieſtley is pleaſed to call an important 
prophecy; for it is ſo far from being a prophecy pe- 
culiar to this Epiſtle, that it 1s merely a reference 
to pre-exiſting prophecies attended with ſuch ob- 
ſervations upon the ſtate of the Jewiſh nation at the 
time of writing the Epiſtle, as plainly ſhew that it 
could not be written by any body till after their 
final diſperſion by the Romans. 
In article 1, the Doctor controverts ſome obſer- 
vations of mine founded on the information given 
us in the laſt chapter of the acts of the Apoſtles. 
Firſt he is pleaſed to quibble about my having 
aſked, who that other Apoſile to the Gentiles was 
who preceded St. Paul at Rome? As if I, or any 
perſon who had read that hiſtory, could ſuppoſe 
that none but the twelve diſciples of Jeſus empha- 
tically called Apoſtles were commiſſioned to preach 
the Goſpel. I uſed the word there in its general 
fenſe of miſſionary; and if either you or the Doctor 
chooſe to ſubſtitute preacher of the Goſpel in its 
room, it will anſwer my purpoſe equally well. 
He next tells you that, contrary to what I ap- 
prehend to be the ſenſe of the hiſtorian, © it is evi- 
dent that they were Chriſtians who met Paul at Pu- 
teoli and Appii Forum.” Yet the only circum- 
ſtances, from which this evident propoſition is in- 
ferred, are that they are called Brethren; and that 


upon ſome of them coming from Rome to Appli 
Forum to meet them, Paul thanked God and took 
courage. Now, Sir, young as you are, you muſt 7 


know that though Chriſtians called each other bre. 
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1 tbren, becauſe they were taught to regard them- 
q A ſelves as adopted ſons of God, who like Jeſus were 


to be begotten by God to a future life of! immor- 


2 "= | cli; and Who, in the interim, compoſed under 
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the bands of Chriſtiar love and benevolence; as 
the Jews under the old covenant were literally all 


9 one family, the common ſons of Abraham, and 
15 heirs of the promiſes made to him through Iſaac; 
yet that, throughout the whole hiſtory of the Acts, 
the Apoſtles and other Chriſtian teachers always 
call even the unconverted Jews brethren; and that 
ſuch they certainly were. From the word Brethren 
alone, therefore, it is impoſſible to diſcover whe- 


ther the perſons here ſpoken of were Jews or Chriſ- 
tians. But Dr. Prieſtley inſinuates that they muſt 
have been Chriſtians, becauſe, on ſeeing thoſe who 
came from Rome to meet them, it is ſaid Paul 
took courage. Before this time, Sir, you have 
ſeen that the Doctor and TI view the ſame objects 
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through ſuch different mental optics, that you will 
== not be ſurpriſed to find that the very circumſtance _ 
of Paul's taking courage at their fight, helps to 
= convince me that they muſt be Jews. 
7 againſt an accuſation of the Jews that Paul had ap- 
pealed unto Czfar, and to be tried before the Em- 
peror was the caule of his being brought priſoner 
to Rome. 


For it was 


In ſuch a ſituation, any friendly notice 


taken of him by Chriſtians, had there been any 
1 there at that time, however agreeable to him, could 
Ip 7 have given him no cauſe of courage or confidence 


reſpecting his expected impriſonment and hearing 
before Nero: but ſuch a token of national friend- 
= from the Jews of Rome might well give him 
courage and confidence in his cauſe; as it was an 
F] evident 


1 86 }F 
evident proof that they had not been inſtigated a- 
gainft hint by their brethren in Judea; and that no 
Jew there was prepared to carry on the proſecution 
againſt him. Vet ſuch a concluſion Dr. Prieſtley 
thinks very extraordinary; and would perfuade you 
that there was a Chriſtian Church ar Rome con- 
fiſting; of both Jews. and Gentiles, before Paul 
was commiſſioned to preach the Gofpel in Greece: 
though there is not in any other hiſtory the ſlight- 
eſt foundation for ſuch an opinion; though · it is 
directly contrary to the hiſtory of Silas or Luke, 
which plainly teaches us that the light of the Gof- 
ceeded from feruſalem, as from a centre, 

extending itfelf gradually in all directions, and that 
before the viſion of Paul at Troas, Chriſtianity had 
never beer taught beyond the limits of Afia to- 
wards Europe; though the Jews at Rome were fo 
far from knowing thar any of the Gentiles had been 
converted, that they ſpoke of Chriſtians to St. Paul 
asof @ ſef only of their own nation; and though, 
on their rejecting the doctrine of the Goſpel preach- 
ed by him to them firſt, as was his cuſtom every 
where, he told them that ſalutary doctrine was to 
be preached to the Gentiles alſo, and zhey, ſays he, 
mill hear, not have heard it, which latter phraſe ne 
muſt have uſed, if à Chriſtian Church of Jews and © 
Gentiles had been eſtabliſhed at Rome ſome years 

before. | | 
What the Doctor has thought proper to add re- 
ſpecting the public reading of the Epiſtles in Chriſ- 
tian Churches will be confidered, when I come to 
give a general reply to all his arguments of that 

kind. OL z 
In articles 2 and 3, nothing is advanced which 
Jon, Sir, can think merits a reply. But he tries to 
| evade | 
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evade the inſuperable objection alluded to in arti- 
cle 4, by ſuppoſing that the writer did not ſpeak 
pol the ſeverity of God towards the Jews diſplayed 
; i in their fall, their caſting away, and their being ct 
o, in reference to events already paſt; but as 
>” prophetically foreſeeing that this ſevere infliction 
of the divine judgments would come upon them a 
few years afterwards in conſequence of their geue- 
ral unbelief. It is not poſſible, however, that any 
writer endowed with common ſenſe ſhould argue 
in ſuch a manner, and expect ro convince any bo- 
dy by reaſoning upon predicted events before their 
accoinpliſhment, as if they had already taken place. 
Paul could not call upon the Romans to hold that 
 /everity of the divine juſtice, which exiſted only in 
idea; and which they could not be certain would 
= ever be inflicted till the prophecies which excited 
that idea were fulfilled by the event. Our Saviour 
imply predicted, during his life, his own reſurrec- 
tion; and after that event was accompliſhed, he 
informed his diſciples and they taught all other 
converts to the religion of the new covenant that, 
as he rhe firſt fruits was rijen, ſo they alſo would be 
raiſed from the dead a? bis coming. But had Jeſus 
and thoſe he commiſhoned to announce the approach 
= of the Goſpel covenant whillt he was alive, becauſe 
of that prediction, called out upon the people to 
= vebold that Jeſus the firſt fruits was riſen from the 
dead; and that therefore all who would become 
= his Jifciples would riſe to another life after death, 
= inftedd of convincing any body, their hearers mult 
have concluded that they were abſolutely out of 
== their ſenſes, | 
In the firſt article of his eleventh letter, the 
Doctor makes a very feeble attempt to evade ons 
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part of my objection to the Epiſtle to the Ephe- 
Hans ariſing from the language in which the au- 
thor addrefles them, which 1s that of an entire 
ſtranger, though Paul was the firſt preacher of 
Chriſtianity at Epheſus ; but he takes not the leaſt 
notice of that ſtill more inſuperable part of it, 
which ariſes from the writer's doubting whether 


they had heard of his Apoſtleſhip, and referring 


to a former letter he had written to them, as 
the only means 2c hereby they might underſtand his 
knowledge in the myſtery of Chriſt. Jo ſeem to make 


amends, however, for this extraordinary omiſhon 
in himſelf, the Doctor tells you that © Ignatius 
appears to have read the Epiſtle to the Epheſians, 


and Polycarp that to the Philippians.” This he 
infers from certain dubious paſſages in the Epit- 
tles publiſhed in their names. But I do aſſure you, 


Sir, after examining all the evidence that can be 


produced in their favour, I am thoroughly ſatisfied 


(as I thought Dr. Prieſtiey muſt have been) that 
thoſe Epiſtles were neither the production of the 


pens nor of the age of Polycarp and Ignatius: al- 
though, were they ever ſo genuine, and the pafſa- 


ges alluded to ever ſo explicit, ſuch a reference 


could never prove thoſe two Epiſtles to have been 
written by St. Paul. It would only prove thar 
their faith in Chriſt, like that of ſo many millions 
more, of their own and later times, was not duly 


combined with knowledge and underſtanding. 


The Doctor's attempt to anſwer my objections 


mentioned in the ſecond article, conſiſts entirely in 


hypotheſis. And thoſe of the five or ſix remain- 
ing articles be aſſures you are ſo manifeſtly weak and 


trifling that “it cannot be neceſſary to reply to 
them“ there is therefore nothing for me to anſwer; 


and 
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and all you have to do, Sir, is to read my book 
1 ; attentively and judge for yourſelf. | 
**E Before he concludes this letter he thinks proper 
ig 5 again to repreſent me to you as perfectly unac- 
adauainted with the ſources of his own profound 
*X learning and critical ſcience; and tells you that 
XX © if Mr. Evanſon had read that truly maſterly 
= piece of criticiſm, the Horæ Paulinæ of Mr. Paley, 
de would have ſaved himſelf the trouble of wri- 
ting his treatiſe, and him that of anſwering it.” 
Now, Sir, happening to have ſome perſonal Know- 
= ledge of Mr. Paley, and being well acquainted 
with his eminent abilities, erudition and liberal 
= candour, I read that work almoſt as ſoon as it was 
*#Z publiſhed, with avidity and with the greater atten- 
tion, becauſe of the judgment I mylelt had lon 
formed of thoſe very Epiſtles. And I devoutly 
wiſh that every profeſſional teacher of religion 
would imitate the worthy Archdeacon's highly 
= meritorious example in ſo diligent, rational and 
ZZ uſeful a mode of ſtudying the ſacred ſcriptures. 
I know nothing which would more effectually lead 
co the diſtinction of authentic from ſpurious ſcrip- 
tures, of religious truth from fabulous falſehood. 
But the reſult of my reading Mr. Paley's ingeni- 
= ous performance, (which I earneſtly recommend 
== to your peruſal, for the ſame purpoſe) was to 
XX ſtrengthen my conviction that thoſe Epiſtles of 
Paul, which I have ſtated as his, were really writ- 
== ten by that Apoſtle ; whilſt the arguments deduced 
from the ſame ſource in favour of thoſe which I 
rreject are to me by no means equally ſatisfactory; 
and ſeem far from ſufficient to remove the objec- 
tions which I have urged againſt their authen- 
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The twelfth and concluding letter with which 
Dr. Prieſtley has favoured you, Sir, is of a very ex- 
traordinary kind indeed. As if IJ had given no 
reaſons for my preference of the Goſpel of Luke; 
as if I had not produced internal evidence of the 

authenticity of both his hiſtories far ſuperior to 
any thing contained in the three other Goſpels; 7 
he again miſtepreſents me to you as having been 
led to give that preference by mere chance or ca- i 
price, and goes on to amuſe himſelf with giving 
you a few ſpecimens of the manner in which, he 
ſays, I might have *© objected to the Goſpel of 
Luke, had I been previoully ſo diſpoſed.” Yet this 
ſame Gentleman, in his preface to theſe letters, 
tells you, p. 7, that“ in my early years I muſt have 
been taught and habituated to peruſe the whole of 
the New Teſtament with nearly equal reſpect “. 
How then could I be previouſly 4 p00 to object to 
any of them? How could I be induced to prefer 
one Goſpel and rejed the others, by any other mo- 
tives than thoſe which a more ſtudious and atter- 7 
tive peruſal of thoſe ſcriptures, and of the hiſtori- 
cal evidence adduced in their favour, ſuggeſted o 
my mind? Thoſe motives and the arguments on 
which they are founded are now before the public; 
and if they are really futile and weak, as the Doc. 
tor repeatedly tells you they are, it muſt be very 
eaſy to refute them: Dr. Prieſtley, however, is 
very far from having refuted even ſuch of them as 
he has picked out on purpoſe to anſwer ; and ma- 
ny of the ſtrongeſt and moſt important he has paſſ- = 
ed over in profound filence. Of the proofs urged 7 
that the pretended Matthew and John could not 
be Jews, becauſe their writings ſhew that they did 
not even reckon their time as the Jews did, witi 
| ſeveral 
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"XT jeveral other objections, which do not apply to 
Luke, and which are equally difficult to ſurmount, 
be takes not the leaſt notice. And though in p. 40, 
* he has, in a very mutilated, unfair manner, quoted 
the concluſion of the argument ſtated in my pre- 


"* face as ariſing from the prophecies, to ſhew that, 


in order to their completion, it is abſolutely necel- 
lary that ſeveral of the canonical ſcriptures of the 
7 Apoſtate Church ſhould be found fabulous and 


7 falſe, eſpecially thoſe on which her fundamental 


articles of faith are built, he does not make the 
leaſt mention of the argument itſelf. - 

I have already replied to what he here repeats 
concerning interpolations, which comes with avery 
Ill grace from a man who himſelf aſſerts there are 


= paſlages, but of entire chapters: and I certainly 
mall not waſte your time nor my own in remark- 
ing the objections which he ſays might be made to 
XX thoſe parts of the Goſpel of Luke that J have en- 
Xx deavoured to prove could not be written by him. 
4s to the inconſiltency between Luke and Paul 
freſpecting the five hundred brethren by whom the 
latter ſays Jeſus was ſeen after his reſurrection, if 
it was before his aſcenſion, Luke has been ſo par- 
x ticularly exact in ſtating the number of the diſci- 
= ples at that period, and their ſubſequent gradual 


2 increaſe to five thouſand, that the error muſt be in 


; 10 St. Paul's Epiſtle, not of his making, but made 
perhaps undeſignedly by the tranſcriber's miſtak- 


ing the letter p, 100, for the letter ©, 500: for if, 


= as appears moſt probable, all his diſciples that at- 

== tended him to Jeruſalem were witneſſes of his aſ- 
== cenfion, fince their number amounted to about 120, 
St. Paul might juſtly ſay he was ſeen by above 100 
2 brethren 


ſo many, beſides tranſpoſitions not only of ſingle 


E 


brethren at once; but his diſciples never amonnted 
to 500, before the day of Pentecoſt. 
That Dr, Prieſtley ſhould underſtand being caſt 
into unquenchable fire, (the figurative phraſe uſed 
by the Baptiſt and in the book of the Revelation, 
to denote what Paul, in plain language, calls ut- 
ter deſiruftion) to ſignify the ſame as exiſtence in 
everlaſting puniſhment, appears very extraordinary 
to me. But it is ſtill more ſurpriſing that, on 
ſuch an occaſion, he ſhould refer you to the para- 
ble of the rich man and Lazarus; for it is an apo- 
logue founded upon the popular, ſuperſtitious i- 
deas of the Jews, with a view, like that of all other 
apologues, to enforce upon them a particular doc- 
trine. He therefore who ſhould from that parable 7 
infer any thing reſpecting the intermediate ſtate of of 
the dead, might juſt as reaſonably infer from the 7 
apologue of the bramble and fruit trees in the old 
Teſtament that, in Judea, the trees ſpoke like men 
and elected themſelves a king. The parable, ho- 
ever, teaches one and that the only doctrine it was 
_ deſigned to teach in a manner ſo ſtriking, as merit: 
ed much greater attention from Dr. Prieſtley than 
: 
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he ſeems hitherto to have thought proper to pay 
it. Its ſole and obvious intent was to teach the 
hearers and through them all mankind, that ½e 
 teftimony of prophecy is the only neceſſary, the on- 
ly ſatisfactory evidence of the certainty of re- 
vealed religion: and that wherever that fails, the 
greateſt of miracles would be unable to work 7 
conviction. If, ſays our Lord, they believe no! 
Moſes and the prophets, neither will they be perſuades 
though one roſe from the dead. Such is the doctrine 
of this parable; and the whole hiſtory of the Jews 
from the reſurrection of Jeſus to the preſent time, 
is the moſi convincing proof of its truth. Yet ra- 
ther 


=O 


ther than relinquiſh his old prejudices and his ha- 
bitual veneration for the Fathers of the Apoſtate 
Church, and agree in ſentiment with ſuch an in- 
judicious, capricious, indecent, trifling, weak caviller 
as he tells you I am, the Doctor icruples not to 
contradi& the notorious experience of ſo many 
centuries; the plain doctrine and expreſs words of 
his Saviour; and the repeated inſtructions of God 
himſelf by the prophets of the old Covenant: and, 
in defiance of them all, contends that the mere 
hiſtoric evidence of paſt miracles is the proper and 
univerſally ſatisfactory teſtimony of the truth and au- 
thenticity of the new Covenant of the Goſpel 11 
: Of the remaining objections ſuggeſted by Dr. 
le 7 Prieſtley, which I have not already noticed either 
of = in this letter or in my obnoxious book itſelf, I ſhall 
10 only obſerve, firſt, that if you will read over what 
> I have faid reſpecting the Epiſtle to the Philip- 
pPians inſtead of taking the Doctor's word, you will 
find that I never accuſed the writer of ufing abu- 
five language, when he admoniſhed them to herare 
of dogs. Knowing the order of men amongſt them 
to whom the Greeks uſually gave that appellation, 
my 1deas of his meaning, as you muſt preceive, 
were of a very different kind. Secondly, that I 
do not underſtand what there is objectionable in 
n-. Luke, xv. 7, nor do I comprehend either the wit 
re. or the zagenuity of falfifying the words of ſome and 
© miſrepreſenting the ſenſe of all the four preceding 
rk paſſages quoted alſo from Luke, only to make them 
= appear capable of being objected to. 15 
ded 1 You cannot but have remarked, Sir, in reading — 
in: RE theſe letters of Dr. Prieſtley, that whilſt he cen 
ws 7 lures me fo ſeverely for giving an unreaſonable [ 
ne, preference to the Goſpel of Silas or Luke, he 3 1 
. a 
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CW 3 
felf has conceived contrary prejudices againſt it; 
aud regards 4ts authority as far inferior to that of 
the other three. And to induce you to believe that 
my favourable opinion of ſo truly reſpectable an 
hiſtorian, as Luke muſt appear to every impartial 
ſcholar who reads him with due attention, is pecu- 
liar to myſelf; and that the opinion of every learn- 
ed commentator coincides with his own, he quotes 
a paſſage from Profeſſor Michaelis's Introduttion to 
the New Teſtament, which ſeems to aflert that there 
are as many apparent contradictions. with ancient 


writers in Luke's Goſpel alone, as in all the other 
Goſpels put together. Far be it from me to infi- 


nuate any thing againſt the Doctor's moral charac- 
ter for veracity in the ordinary commerce of life! 


Lam confident it is unimpeachable. But, whether 


it is owing to intemperate controverfial zeal or to 
an inconfiderate precipitancy in writing I know not, 
E am ſorry to be forced to aſſure you, Sir, that as 


a polemic divine, the truth of his affertions and the 


fidelity of his quotations are not always to be de- 
pended upon. Of this the quotation now before 
us affords another proof in addition to what you 
have already ſeen. In the firſt place, Dr. Prieſt- 
ley aſſerts that in this paſſage Michaelis is ſpeak- 
ing of the Goſpel of Luke.” Yet in the page from 
whence he has tranſcribed his quotation his Goſpel is 
not ſo much as mentioned; and the inſtances of this 
apparent contradiction, which Michaelis firſt ex- 
amines in the following pages, are all taken from 
the Acts of the Apoſiles. After ſhewing that thoſe caſes 
when properly inveſtigated tend only to corroborate 
Luke's credit as an hiſtorian, he does indeed adduce 
one and only one inſtance in his Goſpel of real and 


direct contradiction to Joſephus and to both the 


public 
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public annals and particular hiſtorians of the Ro- 
man Empire. And what, Sir, do you imagine this 
important inſtance is? Ir is the fabulous ſtory of 
the taxation in the ſecond chapter, which the Doc- 
tor himſelf rejects as a ſpurious interpolation, and 
which, I truſt, I have demonſtrated, upon the teſti- 
mony of Luke himſelf, was not written by him. 


The words too, which Dr. Prieſtley has quoted are 
only the concluſion of a ſentence, the precedin 


part of which is as follows. Of all the ſacred 
authors, there is no one, who ſo frequently ſtands 
expoſed to this charge (of diſagreeing with pro- 
fane hiſtory) as St. Luke, who in all other reſpects 
appears to the moſt aqvantage when put in competition 
with other writers.” Now, Sir, ſince Michaelis 
himſelf has in this very ſection moſt ably obviated 
all the objections of that kind, which are made to 
his Acts of the Apoſtles, had he been convinced of 
the ſpuriouſneſs of the two firſt chapters of his 
Goſpel, as the Doctor and I are, the only objection 
to chat alſo being completely done away, his final 


judgment of Luke muſt have remained the ſame 


as mine, Viz, that when compared with the other 
writers of the Goſpel, he is, in all reſpects, entitled 
to that preterence, which Dr. Prieſtley is ſo unwil- 
ling to allow him. 5 FE 

The Doctor triumphantly cloſes his laſt letter to 
you with an elegant and ingenious, but mere] 
technical, ſophiſtical declamation of the ſame learn- 
ed German theologian, calculated to perſuade not 
convince his readers of the authenticity of the ſcrip- 
tures of the New Teſtament. Allowing it its ut- 
moſt force, it can prove nothing more than that 
thoſe writings exiſted in the times of the earlieſt 
Fathers of he Church whoſe works have come 
down to us, that is, as I myſelf have ſtated it, in 


the 


1 
the latter end of the ſecond century. But the men- 
tion made of them by writers who lived ſo long 
after the death of the Apoſtles can afford no proof 
of their being written by the perſons whoſe names 
they bear. We ſhonld have no ſatisfactory teſti- 
mony of the authenticity of Cæſar's Commentaries, 
or the works of any other profane writer, were they 
not mentioned by ſuch men as Cicero and Hirtius, 
who lived at the time of their publication and were 
perſonally acquainted with the author. Vet, ſure- 


ly, Sir, every wiſe man will demand as much fuller 
and clearer evidence of the authenticity of the ſa- 
cred ſcriptures, than of Cæſar's Commentaries, as 


the truth or falſchood of the information they con- 
tain is of greater importance to him. Befides, the 


_ circumſtances attending the Goſpels and the wri- 
' tings of any profane author are totally diffimilar. 


The ſame teſtimony, which aſſures me that Ceſar 
or Cicero wrote a book, informs me alſo that no 
other ſuch book was written upon the ſarne ſub- 
ject; and therefore when I find that book, on a pe- 
ruſal perceive it to correſpond to the account given 


of it by contemporary writers, and confider that 


there is no probability of their having had any mo- 


tive to impoſe an uſeleſs falſehood upon poſterity, 


I doubt not of its being the genuine work of the au- 
thor to whom it 1s attributed, eſpecially fince whe- 
ther it be ſo or not is of very trifling importance. 
But with reſpect to the evangelical hiſtories, the 
ſame hiſtoric evidence, which tells me that any, in- 
forms me alſo that many Goſpels were written by 
different authors, ſeveral of whom could not be 
depended upon for the fidelity of their narration 
and the certainty* of the facts recorded by them. 

” | That 


* Compare Luke, i. 1, and 4. 
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That all the Goſpels extant even in the firſt cen- 
tury were not written by the apoſtles, I am con- 
vinced by the teſtimony of a writer, who was him- 
ſelf a ſupernaturally gifted preacher of the new 
covenant, and an intimate friend and companion of 
3 oh all the apoſtles; and I have nat either his teſtimo- 
ny or that of any one other contemporary to make 
me believe that any of the twelve apoſtles ever 
= wrote a Goſpel. But I have the teſtimony of the 
apoſtle Paul himſelf aſſuring me that, even in his 
time, the genuine doctrines of Chriſtianity began 

to be perverted and corrupted: and not only his, 
but the teſtimony of the ſpirit of prophecy inform- 
ing me that the true religion of Jeſus would, at no 
— great diſtance of time after the apoſtolic age, be 
— = 1upplanted, during ſeveral centuries, by an irrati- 
— onal, impious ſuperſtition diametrically oppofite to 
it, founded upon fables, falſehood, and lying miracles. 
Nou, Sir, the Scriptures of the New Teſtament, 
dds they exiſt in the preſent canon, are the avowed 
and ſole foundation of the only Church which has 
fever been eſtabliſhed, ſince the æra of Chriſtianity, 
within thoſe countries to which the long duration 
of the predicted apoſtaſy is limited. Under ſuch 
circumſtances, therefore, whatever they may ſay, 


whoſe profeſſional intereſt it is to keep religion up- 


pon ſomething like its preſent footing, be the cano- 

9 ical ſcriptures of that Church true or falſe; it, 
: WM urely, behoves you and me and every other diſin- 
c tereſted, prudent perſon to be ſcrupulouſly nice 
about the authenticity of thoſe writings on which 
we build our faith in the revelation by Jeſus Chriſt; 
1 Dot to be ſatisfied with probability, where we have 
ga right to expect certainty; much leſs to ſuffer the 


unfounded though poſitive aſſertions of profeſſional 
= e __ theologians 
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theologians to ſupply the place of that proof, which 
it is out of their power to produce. 

Dr. Prieftley, like many other defenders of the 
received ſcriptures, has confidently told you“ that, 
ein all the time (from the year 64 to the age of 


Juſtin Martyr) the ſcriptures of the New Teſta— 
ment, as well as thoſe of the old, were conſtant]; 
and publicly read in all Chriſtian Churches, as they 


are now.” Had this been true, Sir, fince it 1s un- 


reaſonable to expect his antagoniſt to prove the 
negative, which is often impoſſible, he ought to 
have produced ſome evidence of the matter of fact, 
which was the more neceſſary, becauſe the well 
known difficulty and expence of multiplying copies 
of books, in thoſe times, ſufficiently to anſwer ſuch 


a purpoſe, renders the fact highly improbable and 


next to impoſſible till after the lapſe of a conſide. 
rable number of years. Accordingly, whoever is 
well verſed in the Eccleftaſtical hiſtory of the ſecond 2 
century will be forced to agree with that honeſt, 


diligent and learned inveſtigator Mr. Dodwel!, 
that the earlieſt date, at which the general recep— 


tion of books under the name of Goſpels took place 2 3 


amongſt Chriſtians, was the very latter end of Tra- MN | 
jan's or beginning of Hadrian's reign. That of 
the Epiſtles, as appears from Juſtin bimſelf, took 8 


place much later, In the mean time, Chriſtian: Af 


were divided into a multiplicity of different ſects;: 


and of the great number of ſpurious ſcriptures 


with which that century abounded, and to diſtin- 


guiſh which from thoſe that weie nents there il 
was no fixed, certain criterion, many, without 


doubt, were compiled from other writings, tra!- 


tionary tales, and, perhaps, their own ſaperſtitiors yp 
fancics, 


P. 12 and 13. 
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ZFancies, by the partizans of the ſeveral ſects; all 


IE 


8 9 15 4 which adopted the ule only of ſuch ſeriptures 
aas accorded beſt with their particular prejudices. 
Thus the Nazarenes and Ebionites uſed only one 


* 1 os Goſpel to the Hebrews, written 1n the hebrew lan- 


5 againſt proof contends, after Dr. Lardner, was a 
"tranſlation of what is now called the Golpel of the 
1. Apoſtle Matthew: and the Marcionites admitted 

=_ Paiy the Golpel of Luke and rejected all the reſt. 


g. Even in Juſtin Martyr's time, who is the firſt 
, 


ies 
5 bb that the Goſpels, uſed in the congregations he fre- 
d =quntcd, were the ſame that we uſe now, that the 


: difference obſervable between ſeveral of his quo- 
c tations and the correſponding patlages in our ſerip- 


5 1 tures ſeem to prove that they were not the fame. 
1 And of the Epiſtles he 15 totally ſilent, in the cir- 
=, —Fcumſtantial account he gives of all that paſled in 
© their religious aſſemblies, which, had they been 
22 3 1 Then read in all the Churches, as the Doctor ſuß⸗ 
72 Ms poſcs, he could not have been. 


From the manner in which Euſebius tells us 
apias mentioned the Goſpel of Matthew, it is 
plain ic could not in his time be generally read in 
Churches; becauſe he ſpeaks of it as an hebrew wri- 
ting not tranſlated, and intimates that few could 


me uyterpret it. And, what amounts almoſt to a de- 
tin. monſtrative proof that the cuſtom of reading the 
ee apoſtolic ſcriptures in Chriſtian Churches did not 
ov prevail i in Trajan' s time, notwithſtanding the con- 


trary tradition, is the well known account of the 
1 | Shaw within his government, tranſmitted by 
5 the 1 Pliny to that Emperor. Had they 
| ma 


guage, which Dr. Prieſtley not only without, but 


IJ riter that mentions the reading of any ſcriptures 
in the Chriſtian Churches, it is ſo far from certain 
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made uſe of any books in their religious meetings, 
he muſt have been informed of it by thoſe whom 
he inquired of, and even examined by torture; 
and fince he could by no other means acquire fo 
ſatisfactory an account of their religious principles 
to communicate to the Emperor, as by the peruſal 
of thoſe books, he muſt have read and mentioned 
them in his letter. Yet he tells Trajan that al! 
which paſſed, in their early, morning aſſemblies, 
was prayer and a mutual engagement to be guilty 
of no kind of immorality; and that, in the evening 


of the ſawe appointed day, they met again only to 


partake of a common and innocent ſupper, 

After the extenfion of the empire by the con- 
queſts of Trajan, a wider field being opened for 
the propagation of the Chriſtian doEtrines, eſpeci- 
ally in the Eaſt, the miſſionaries of the ſeveral ſects, 


not having the miraculous powers, which accom—- 


panied the Apoſtles and firſt preachers of the Gol. 
pel to evince the divine authority of what they 
taught, ſtood in need of written accounts of the 


doctrines and miracles of the preceding age, which 
they might produce as authentic memoirs of the 


apoſtles themſelves or of ſome of their heavenly 


commiſſioned affociates. Hence ſprung that great 
number of copies of both ſpurious and genuine 


ſcriptures with which the middle and latter end of 
the ſecond century abounded, which ever after 
ſupplied the churches every where, both for pub- 
lic and private reading. And as no chvrch then 


aſſumed authority to diſcriminate the ſpurious 


from the authentic Goſpels and Epiſtles, every ſect 


and every individual Chriſtian was at free liberty 7 
to admit or reject whatever ſcriptures ſeemed moſt 
to favour or to contradict the prejudices they bad 
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ſeverally imbibed: for which reaſon almoſt every 


quotation from them, till after the time of Juſtin 


Martyr, is made without any reference to the par- 
ticular book from whence the words are taken and 
without any mention of the writer's name, contrary 
to the uniform practice of all commentators and 
theologians ever ſince the eſtabliſhment of a ca- 
non of the Chriſtian Scriptures. 

The ſe& which had adopted the pagan idea of 
the pre-exiſtence and incarnation of a celeſtial be- 


ing in the perſon of Jeſus, as it was moſt likely 


ſhould happen amongſt the converts from paga- 
niſm, proved greatly predominant over the reſt, 
in the cloſe of the ſecond and through the whole 
of the third century; and after ſome violent con- 
teſts between its two grand ſubdiviſions, which 
were afterwards denominated Arians and Athana- 
ſians, laid the laſting foundation of that Apoſtate 
Church, which in the fourth century was eſtabliſh- 
ed by the civil power and hath ever fince been 
diſtinguiſhed by the appellation of the Orthodox 
and Holy Catholic Church, That profeſſed Chriſ- 
tians of this ſect ſhould eagerly receive the firſt 
and fourth of our Goſpels, and acknowledge them 
for genuine writings of two of the Apoſtles, no 
impartial reader of them can wonder, But the 
Goſpel of Luke, as he himſelf tells us it was writ- 

ten by him, would have entirely overſet their whole 
{yſtem : there can be no doubt, therefore, that their 


= with was to reject that Goſpel entirely ; and the 


author of the Goſpel falſely called Matthew's ſeems 
by his deviations from and contradictions to Luke's 
narrative, at the ſame time that he was borrowing 
ſo largely from him in the compilation of his own, 
to have hoped alzogether to ſuperſede the uſe of it. 

7 Providen- 


5 10 


Providentially, however, Luke was the writer 
and the only writer of another, a ſtill more impor- 
tant hiſtory, deſcribing the ſtate of Chriſtianity 
during a period of above thirty years, and confiſt- 
ing of ſo great a variety of local and perſonal cir- 
cumſtances, that its place could not be fo eaſily 
fupplied by any forged, ſpurious writing as that of 
the hiſtory of the very ſhort period of the public 
miniſtry of Jeſus; and the reference made in that 
to his former hiſtory, having made his Goſpel 
known, put this out of their power, All they 
could do, therefore, was, what they have done, 
to counteract the plain and univerſally intelligible 
truths of his original Goſpel, by an inſertion of the 
fabulous hiſtory of the miraculous births of John 
the Baptiſt and of Jeſus, and by interſperſions of a 
few paſſages here and there favourable to their own 
religious doctrines. As to the Goſpel attributed 
to Mark, being ſcarcely any thing more than a 
tranſcript from thoſe of Matthew and Luke, it 
could not be objectionable to men who received 
both thoſe Goſpels ; and as it completed the num- 
ber four, it gave the Eccleſiaſtical rhe'oricians ay 
opportunity of urging ſatisfaftory reaſons for re- 
jecting all the other numerous Gofpels and con- 
ſigning them to deſtruction, becauſe theſe four 
were evidently defigned by God to correſpond to 
the four cardinal points of that world for whole 
uſe they were intended; to the four ſeaſons of the 
year; the four cardinal virtues &c. &c. and there- 
fore the number of the true Goſpels could be nei- 
ther greater nor leſs than four. 

When once the Fathers of the apoſtate Church 
of the ſecond and third centuries had eſtabliſhed 

theſe principles and theſe ſcriptures as the foun- 
dation 
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dation of their religious faith, it could not be but 
that their Sons, the members of the ſame Church 
in its more mature ſtate of depravity, and of the 
ſeveral ſects, which through the jarring intereſts 
and paſſions of ſuperſtitious men have ariſen from 
it, would unite their efforts in defending them. 

It is eaſy to trace the exiſtence of theſe ſcrip- 
tures through a ſeries of champions and commen- 
tators from the eighteenth century through the 
ſeventecnth, to the ſixteenth, fifteenth and ſo on 


till we arrive at the fifth century; but that affords 


us a ſtriking inſtance of the capricious, unwarran- 
table manner in which the preſent canon of ſcrip- 
tures of the New Teſtament was formed. For 
though the only traditional or hiſtoric evidence 
reſpecting any of thoſe ſcriptures muſt have been 


much ſtronger to the nominal Chriſtians of the 


fourth century than was poſſible to thoſe of the 


fifth, as being ſo much nearer to the times when 


they were written; yet the latter added. to the ca- 
non the Epiſtle to the Hebrews, with four or five 
others, and the book of the Revelation, all which 
were left out of the canon firft formed by the church 


in the fourth century, as being either ſpurious or 


of doubtful authority. And this additional part 
of the canon even Dr, Prieſtley you ſee receives 
and defends as certainly genuine, and of equal au- 
thority with the reſt, excepting the Apocalypſe, 
againſt which he ſeems to have formed a prejudice 


ſtill greater than againſt the goſpel of Luke. This 


prejudice, however, both in him and in the Fa- 


thers of the Church of the fourth century, is a con- 
viacing proof how little ſatisfactory all the boaſted 
evidence of teſtimony of the firſt ages of Chriſtianity 
2s, reſpectingt be authenticity of theſe books, where 

| the 
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the mind is not previouſly diſpoſed to acknowledge 
it. For, as Sir Iſaac Newton hath long ago ob- 
ſerved, there is no ſcripture of the whole canon ſo 
early quoted and commented upon as the Apoca- 
lypſe. The references plainly made to it in the Epiſ- 
tles of Paul to the Corinthians, Galatians, and Theſ- 
ſalonians ſhew that it was the firſt of all the genuine 
ſcriptures; and Juſtin Martyr, as well as Ireneus, 
not only quotes from it the particular prophecy of 
the Millennium, but ſpeaks of it as univerſally ac- 
knowledged to have been written by John an Apoſ 
tle of Jeſus Chriſt: whereas, when Clement and 
Juſtin quote any paſſages from the Goſpels, or hiſ- 
tories of the miniſtry of Jeſus, they never aſcribe 
the books they quote from to any particular, known 
authors; and a compariſon of their quotations with 
the ſimilar paſſages in our Goſpels ſhews that the 
books they have quoted from were not the ſame 
with ours. When, therefore, we continue to trace 
out the links of this celebrated chain of external 
evidence of the authenticity of the ſcriptures, 
through Origen and the other Fathers of the third 
century, beyond the cloſe of the ſecond, we find 
our inveſtigation arreſted by an inſuperable chaſm 
through which it is impoſſible to carry on the teſ- 
timonial connection up to the apoſtolic age, On 
the contrary, many circumſtances preſent them- 
ſelves to our confideration, which render it highly 
robable and credible that not one of the apoſtles 
of Jeſus ever wrote a Goſpel; at leaſt there does 
not appear, in that early period, the ſlighteſt evi- 
dence that thoſe Goſpels were written by them, 
which the orthodox, apoſtate Church hath ſo long 
received under their names. Howſoever ingeniouſly 
wrought, then, and highly poliſhed many of the 
lower 
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jower links of this chain may be, and howſoever 


* beautiful they may appear when freſh from the 
* hands of the ſkilful artiſts ſo implicitly confided 


the firſt and uppermoſt link, on which the whole 
weight muſt neceſſarily depend, we find it merely 


it is corroborated by the internal evidence of au- 
tthenticity which the ſcripture itſelf affords; much 
= leſs where it is obviouſly oppoſed by certain, or 
even ſtrongly dubious, internal marks of ſpuriouſ- 
neſs and fraud. 
Let me then, Sir, as a perfectly diſtntereſted friend, 
again adviſe you to examine thoroughly and think 
for yourſelf; not to found an edifice of ſuch vaſt im- 
portance to you as that of your religious faith upon 
the unſubſtantial, fallible opinions and ſophiſtical 
arguments of theologians of ever fo great renown; 
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ls bat your faith may not ſtand in the wiſdom of men: 


22 bur on that only proper and firm foundation, to 
which you are directed by the expreſs words of God 


phecy, that is, in the power of God. 1 | 
You are told by theſe learned and celebrated 


= thenticity of the works of any profane author. 


321 
Y . 
1 
27 
ky: 


of mankind, knowing he hath formed our minds 


liable to be influenced by motives, hath, in the re- 


== velation of the new covenant by Jeſus Chriſt, ſet 
before us the nobleſt and moſt powerfnl motives 
277 that can be conceived to induce us to adopt that 


P courſe 


in by Dr. Prieſtley, when we attentively examine 


ideal and hypothetical. Such defective teſtimony 
as this I, for my part, can never admit, unleſs where 


and Jeſus Chriſt, the teſtimony of completed pro- 
= critics, that there is the ſame proof of the authen- 
= ticity of all the ſcriptures, that there is of the au- 


Were this affertion true, would that be ſufficient 
for the important occaſion? The almighty parent 


—— — —— — 
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come of wiſdom, virtuous moderation and mutual 
benevolence, which alone can enſure both the ge- 
neral and particular welfare of out ſpecies even in 
The preſent life. Rut to give theſe motives the due 
weight of influence pon our minds, a clear con- 
vation of the truth and infallible certainty of that 
revelation is indiſpenſably requiſite. Can any ra- 
tional creature, then, who as unprejudiced, believe 
that God has left the only writings which inform 
us of this revealed covenant, with no better proof 
of their authenticity than what is produced in be- 
bald of the unimportant works of pagan writers? 
Yet in reality that ſort of proof in favour of the 
canonical ſcriptures is far from being ſo good. For 
the ordinary works of ancient authors, at the ſame 
time that they are ſubject to none of thoſe circum- 
Kances of doubt and diſtruſt, which inevitably ariſc 
againſt the ſacred canon from the well-known ſtate 
of Chriſtianity in the ſeoond century, are always at- 
teſted by the evidence of their contemporaries, 3 
teſmony of which moſt of the ſcriptures of the 
New Teſtament are entirely deſtitute. Let thec- 
logical Profeſſors, therefore, declaim ever fo ſkil- 
Tully, as long as they reſt their ſole proof of the 


_ certainty of the Goſpel revelation, or, which a- 


mounts to the ſame thing, of the truth and authen- 


ticity of the only books which contain an account 
Sit, upon externel, hiſtoric evidence, © long muſt 
their arguments be unſatisfactory to their own 7 


minds, and fill more ſo to other people. 


The late Dr. Price was candid and honeſt enough 7 
to confeſs his occaſional doubts and diſtruſt, in 
two celebrated ſermons publiſned long before his 
death; and the Unitarian Committee, who have ſe- 
lected thoſe very ſermons to diſperſe gratuitouſ 
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ds uſeful inſtruction for che common: people, mit? 


RE kave approved of his avowal, and found it pertect- 
EF ty natural and in uniſon with their own feelings. 
Indeed, whether he avows it or not, whenever any: 
"XX Clergyman, either in. preaching or writing, argues 
da behalf of the Chriſtian profeſſion, (for it cannot 
= juſflly be called faith) in the manner in which Dr. 
Pjrieſtley argues p. 1c, and 12, of his Preface tothe: 
letters he has addreſſed to you, concerning the 
great preponderancy of evidence in favour of Chaif- 
tianity, and the rewards. of virtue and. morality 

rn this life, he plainly ſhews that the proper and 


[> 


inſufficient: to the full conviction; of even his. wn 
mind x that he is ſenſible it amounts, at moſt, enty 


1 to a certain degree of probability; and that, to ren- 
deéer it capable of influencing the conduct of intel 


hgent beings, it is necsflary to ſuperadd to it thofe: 
temporal motives,, which: mere worldly prudence: 
fuggeſts. But how perfectly eontemptible all fucks 
arguments arc, and, how: unworthy of the Gaipel 
of Chriſt, you may judge, by applying them to 
the cafe of the apoſtles and ſirſt converts to the faiths 
of the new Covenant, who: with, fixrneſs, and even 
cheerfulneſs reſigned every conſideration of the ad- 
vantages ob this life, and even life itſelf, in perfect 
confidence of obtaining by means of that very; re- 
fgnation, the Goſpel promiſes of futurit y. 
Inftead, therefore, of implicitly. receiving all the 
fabulous, inconſiſtent, contradictory feriptures, of 
the apoſtate church, as Chrĩſtian truths, upon fack 
defective, fallacious arguments, as can lead you 
only to ſcepticiſn and doubt, try them all by the: 
drivinely appointed touchſtoaes of reaſon: and the 
foarit of prophecy. You will then, from: that ow 
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ch other in one aſtoniſhing, grand, prophe- 
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tial and infallible ſpecies of teſtimony, attain aas 
full conviction of the certainty of revealed religi- 


on, and as firm a ſolidity of faith in Chriſt as actu- 
ated the Chriſtians of the apoſtolic age. When 


you have duly contemplated, and compared with 


the well known events, the predictions recorded in 
the ſcriptures of both covenants concerning that 
wonderful ſtate in which we now behold the nation 


of the Jews, and which has continued ever ſince 


their final diſperſion by the Romans; thoſe alſo 


foretelling the ſucceſſion of the predominant civil 


power in the weſtern countries of the old world and 
the ſubdiviſion of the fourth prevailing empire, 
within its natural European limits, into the ſevera! 
diſtinct kingdoms and ſtates, into which we ſee 1: 
now divided; and laſtly thoſe prophecies concern- 


ing the early apoſtaſy of profeſſed Chriſtians from 


the genuine doctrines of the Goſpel; and the eſtab- 
I:ſhment, in all thoſe European kingdoms of an in— 
tolerant, blaſphemous, antichriſtian ſuperſtition, 


whichſhould continue during a long ſeries of years. 
When you conſider that theſe prophecies are re- 


corded by ſeveral different writers, living in ages 
ſo remote, and in fituations ſo different from each 


other, that is is impoſſible to ſuſpect them of col- . 


lufion, intereſt, or the leaſt connection of deſign, 
nay even of comprehending themſelves the whole 
ſcope of thoſe predictions of which they were made 


the inſtruments. When you obſerve that no fimi- 


lar circumſtances and events had ever before exill- 


ed amongſt men; fo that they could not be the ob- 
jects of human experience or ſagacity; and yet 


that the events predicted, in all theſe ſeveral pro- 
phecies, are intimately connected and interwoven 
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ic tiſſue, which nothing but the power of the Al- 


mighty is able to foreſee, or finally to accompliſh. 
When you pay to the irreſiſtible force of all this 
weight of evidence the attention it is entitled 
to; you will, with me, Sir, find as firm and ſolid a 
foundation for vour belief of the interpoſition of 
the Deity in the important bulineſs of revealed re- 
ligion, as we have for our beliet in the exiſtence 


of a God. 


Nominal philoſophers, indeed, may ſo far abuſe 
their reaſon, as to pretend to believe that an uni- 
verſe, in the whole and in each of its parts fitted 


and manifeſtly deſigned for particular, wiſe and 


intelligible ends, ſubſiſts without a prediſpoſing, 
intelligent cauſe; but the far greater part of a race 
of rational creatures can never think ſo unreaſon- 


ably, The great bulk of mankind, therefore, muſt 


always be convinced of the being of a God. 

For fimilar reaſons, whenever, inſtead of aſſu- 
ming the mere external forms of religion, as they 
do any other early habit, or as a badge of party, 


men ſhall be induced to make their religious faith 


an object of their reaſon and underſtanding ; ſhall 
attentively conſider theſe ſeveral prophecies, pre- 


= dicted fo many ages previous to the events, by 


which they were to be completed; and ſhall be- 


come ſenfible of their wonderfully exact comple- 


tion, in part already paſt, and in part ſpeedily ap- 
proaching; finding it impoſſible to account for 
ſuch predictions and their accompliſhment, upon 
the principles of chance or human foreſight, unleſs 
they act ſo irrationally, as well as unphiloſophical- 


ly, as to admit that effects, evidently difplaying 


intelligence and premeditated deſign, can exiſt with- 
out an intelligent, efficient cauſe, they muſt plain. 
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T WII cr the foregoing mages were in thr 


reſs, an Eſſay made its appearance, an 


> Anſwer to Evanſon's Diſſonance and Volney's Ruins, by 
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the Rev. D. Simpſon, M. A. which, after reading 
it with more attention than it deſerves, I take this 
Opportunity of noticing. 5 
Mr. Simpſon is miniſter of the new church at 
Macclesfield in Cheſhire; and ſtates my being a 
native of that town as a local reaſon for my books 


being in ſeveral hands there, and for his publiſn- 
ing this compilation from, or rather ſyllabus of, 
the ancient eccleſiaſtical writers, by way of anti- 
= <ote to the infectious influence of reaſon and fair 
= argument, which he apprehends my Diſſonance 


= might otherwiſe ſpread amongſt the inhabitants. 
= But ſince he has not, by any rational argument of 
® His own, or by any reaſoning deduced from that 
= multiplicity of F#thers and Commentators, with 


8 NM repeated enumerations of whoſe names he has'fill- 


ed his pages, ſo much as attempted to obviate one 
of the many objections T have urged againſt the 


truth and juſtice of the decifion of thoſe very wri- 


ders; there is nothing in his publication for me to 


eply to, except what I have already anſwered by 


= general arguments of Dr. Prieſtley, founded on the 


anticipation, in my preceding remarks upon the 


ſame 


L 1 


fame authority, For as to his abuſive railing, un- 


charitable cenſures, and raſh pre- condemnation of 
me before the tribunals both of God and Man, 
though they are perfectly congenial with, and even 
characteriſtic of the or7h0dox, political religion of 
Mr. Simpſon; to return them is directly contrary 
to the ſpirit of pure and genuine Chriſtianity, which 
is the religion I have gratefully embraced upon 
the full conviction of my reaſon and underſtand- 
ing; and which alone I publicly and with finceri- 
ty of heart profeſs. ; 

Where a man was born, is a circumſtance ſo per- 
fectly infignificant that, though I am not a native 
of that town, nor even of that county, I ſhould not 
have mentioned Mr. Simpſon's miſtake in that.par- 


ticular, but for the ſake of obſerving that, if either 


through miſinformation or fallacious inference de- 
duced from certain prerniſes he himſelf can be led 


to give an erroneous account of the author of abook _ 


ubliſhed in his own time, much more eafily may 
thoſe early writers, in whom he places ſuch entire 


confidence, have alſo erred in theit accounts of the 


authors of books written long before their times. 


In the concluſion of the very ſame paragraph oi 
his Advertiſement, there are two other raſh, un- 

founded aſſertions of much more importance; for 
he tells his readers that, “every material objec- 


tion, which I have adduced ogainſt the writings 
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of the New Teſtament, is to be met with in molt 


of our deiſtical writers, and has been ſufficiently 
anſwered times without number.” As I have no: 
read the works of many, much leſs of all the deil- 
tical writers, I am nor certain that ſome of them 
have not urged teveral ofthe ſame objections that 
1 have done. I only know that, without borrowing 


from 
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from any other writer whatſoever, I have ſtated all 
my objections juſt as they preſented themſelves to 
n, my own mind, upon a diligent attention to the 
n plwkwzain meaning of the ſeveral ſcriptures; and if the 


oc. ſame objections, which have induced me to reject 
as ſpurious many parts of the eccleſiaſtical canon, 


b have appeared fo ſtrong to other cloſe-reaſoning, 
IN reflecting men, as to make them renounce the 
d- whole of the Chriſtian revelation as fabulous and 
roof mere human device, thoſe ſcriptures muſt ſure- 
Illy afford more ſerious grounds for ſuch objections 
r- than either Dr. Prieſtley or Mr. Simpſon think 
ve proper to confeſs. But that every material objection 


ot of mine is to be found in the writings of Deiſts, 
ar- though Mr. Simpſon has moſt undeſervedly claſſed 
er me with ſuch avowed unbelievers in divine revela- 
le- tion, as Bolingbroke, Voltaire and Volney, cannot 
ed be true; becauſe the ſtrongeſt and moſt material of 


ok my objeftions are deduced from the prophecies of 
uy ſcripture, which every unbelieving deiſt derides and 
ire about which the believing Prieſtley and Simpſon are 
the both totally ſilent. IE 2 
= Equally falſe is the aſſertion alſo that, thoſe ob- 
%% jections have been anſwered times without number. 
un- Seventeen years ago, when ſtruck with the convic- 
tor tion of mind produced by ſtudying the prophecies 
cc- of both covenants, I determined to reſign the valu- 
ngs able preferment I then enjoyed in the eſtabliſhed 
oſt church, and to relinquiſh entirely the clerical pro- 
itly feſſion, I publiſhed a letter to the preſent Biſhop of 


no: Worceſter, which I ſent to him, the Archbiſhop, 
eil“ and ſeveral other prelares, demonſtrating from the 


em Prophecies, that the Church of England is evident- 
that ly as much the Church of Antichriſt as the Church 


ing of Rome itſelf; and in that letter I ſuggeſted ſome 
ron 3 * — 
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of the very ſame objections againſt the received 
ſcriptures, particularly the Goſpel of Matthew, 
which I have now ſtated more at large in he Di,; 
ſonance. Another edition of that letter was pub- 
liſhed in 1792; yet to this hour no anſwer has ap- 


eared to it from any quarter: nor has either of 


theſe Gentlemen, who have ſo violently aſſailed my 
publication of laſt year, thought proper to ſay one 
word reſpecting the arguments founded on that 
ſtable ground, the teſtimony of prophecy, But it 
is much eafier for Mr. Simpſon falſely to aftirm 
that objections have been anſwered, than he would 
find it to anſwer them. 

In the note inſerted in the ſecond page of bis 
Introduction, Mr. Simpſon triumphs over and in- 
ſults the memory of the late Gallican Church, and 
exclaims that“ the Pope of Rome has loſt all his 
influence in that kingdom, never, never to be re- 
covered.” If Mr. Simpſon will have patience to 
awair the final iſſue of the preſent war, I fancy he 
will find himſelf miſtaken, and his Io triumphe! 
to be premature. However, though the final de- 
ſtruction of that national Church ſhould not yet 
have taken place, according to the prophecies of 

the Goſpel, it cannot be at a great diſtance; and the 
preſent diſaſtrous ſtate of that unhappy country 15, 
unqueſtionably, preparatory to it. And does not 


Mr. Simpton, who perceives the juſt but awfully 


ayenging hand of heaven in the ruin of that part 
of the papal Church, tremble for the fate of the 
Church of England? Is he fo unacquainted wich 
the civil and eecichattical hiſtory of his own covn- 
try, ſince the reformation, and fo ignorant of the 
manner in which moſt of the North American pro- 
vinces were peopled from Great Britain, as to think 
that 


. 


5 


1 


8 Irhat the ſame ſpirit of intolerance and inhuman 


f cruelty has not been exerted on the north ſide of 
the channel, which he lays has ſo juſtly drawn 
don God's judgments on the ſouth? Surely he 
= muſt perſuade himſelf that the religion of the 
Church of England is eſſentially and totally diffe- 
rent from that of the unhappily deluded Church 

wWhoſe fall he contemplates and remarks upon with 
= complacency and with ſuch perfect ſelf-fecurity. 
The two Biſhops of Oſnaburgh and Rochefter 
think much more juſtly upon this ſubje&t, They 


> know that in the great, effential, fundamental ar- 
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== ticles of their religion the Church of Rome and all 
the orthodox proteſtant Churches are exactly alrke, 
and the ſpirit that actuates them the very ſame: 
in their orders, therefore, iſſued not long ago to 
the corps militant under their reſpective banners, 


they both declared®that, except in the ule of a few 
+ trifling ceremonies, the Papiſts differ very little 


; from the members of the Engliſh Church, and 
1 are their brethren in Chriſt. In truth, both Church- 
es are built upon the ſame orthodox doctrines of the 
; firſt council of Nice; and, therefore, if either of 


them is wrong the other cannot be right. | 
What a powerful deluſſon then muſt it be, that 
can make a member of the Church of England ex- 
ult in the deſtruction of the French Church by 


| thoſe dreadful calamitics in which, he fays, the 


Divine judgments upon her are made manifeſt, and 
yet think his own Church, which is only another 
ſubdiviſion of the ſelf-fame Antichriſtian Church 
of Conſtantine, ſecure from a ſimilar impending 


. fate ! 


* See in all the F newſpapers the orders to the Britiſh troops on their firſt 


going into quarters this winter, and Bp. Horfley's letter to the clergy of 
A. David's. 
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fate! To men thus aſtoniſhingly infatuated in 
vain does the heavenly voice of prophecy forc- 
warn them that inevitable deſtruction, ſooner or 
later, awaits every ſuch Church; in vain does it 
ſo pathetically call aloud to the deceived, but wel! 
intending members of the various ſections of that 
Church of Antichriſt, ©** Come out of her my people, 
that ye be not partakers of her fins, and that Je receive 
not of her plagues. 

The only comfort I receive as an Engliſhman 
under ſo alarming a proſpect, ariſes from the ſame 
voice of prophetic revelation; for it ſeems to teach 
us (Apoc. xvii. 16.) that ſome of the kings of Eu. 
rope who have ſo long protected and maintained 
her, at length, ſhall hate the wwhore, and ſhall mak: 
her deſolate and naked, and ſhall eat her fleſh and bur; 
her with fire.” T hat 3 is, in plain language, ſhall 
deteſt the Antichriſtian Church they have ſo long 
eſtabliſhed and upheld, ſtrip her of her wealth and 


power, apply her revenues to civil uſes and aboliſh : 


her for ever. As the critical period approaches, 
I hope, and from many circumſtances am induced 

to think it highly probable that our rulers will be 

found of that prudent number, and will have time- 
ly wiſdom enough by a ſpontaneous accompliſh- 
ment of the prediction, at once to lighten the 
heavy load of debt, which now opprefles the na- 
tion, and avert from Great Britain ſuch complica- 
ted evils as at preſent afflict our unhappy neigh- 
bours, even the diſtant view of which is ſufficient 
to ſhock the feelings of every humane heart, not 
hardened by the ſelfiſh ſpirit of enthufiaſtic bigotr) 
or political ambition. | 

That Mr, Simpſon's ideas of Chriſtianity and 
mine are diametrically oppoſite 15 ſufficiently ob- 
vious. 
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= vious, To me, the Goſpel is a new, univerſal co- 
* venant propoſed by our merciful creator to influence 


and reform the moral conduct of mankind, and ef- 


ect their welfare and happineſs, in the preſent 
world, to the greateſt, poſhble degree. On the 


part of man, the terms of this covenant are, tem- 

erance and the moderation of ſenſual enjoyments 
within the bounds of equity and reaſon, the habi- 
tual practice of every ſocial virtue, and above all, 
a conſtant, affectionate benevolence to all his fellow 
creatures. On the part of God, the bleſſings of his 
providence in this, and immortality and perfect 
happineſs in a future life, are aſſured to thoſe who 
pertorm the human terms of the covenant, and to 
none other. Such a religion as this 1s plain and 
clear and intelligible to a child: the performance 
or non-performance of the conditions 1s a matter 
that can be ſettled only between the Almighty and 
every man's own conſcience; there 1s, therefore, 
neither uſe nor room for the intervention of a prieſt 
between them. To Mr. vimpſon, and all thoſe of 


> whoſe religion the doctrine of atonement is the 


chief corner ſtone, the Goſpel is the glad-tidings of 
a myſterious charm or amuler, which pre- ſuppo- 
ſing the impracticability of a moral reformation of 
the world in general, and even of individuals, is 
ſuthciently efficacious to make a full and perfect 
fatisfattion to the Deity for the commiſſion of every 
ſpeciesof cruelty, wickedneſs and immorality; and 
to aſſure the hoary ſinner, even at the laſt hour of 
his ill-ſpent life, of all the glorious promiſes of 
futurity, if he can but bring himſelf, with empha— 
ſis and due ſolemnity of grimace, to repeat the pre- 
ſcribed, myſtic ABRACADABRA, ſecundum ar- 
tem Sacerdotis. The queſtion is, which of us is 


In 


F ns } 
in the right? Our own opinion certainly cannot 
equitably decide it : but there is a criterion by 


which the world at large may fairly judge be- 


tween us. 
Was a man travelling on an expedition of the 
higheſt importance to him, through any country, 


in which were two roads, the one only capable of 


conducting him to his wiſhed- for object, whilſt the 
other, if he once deviated into it, would ſoon miſ- 
lead him in 2 quite contrary direction; he would 
undoubtedly rejoice to have a perfect directory put 
into his hands, not only informing him how to travel 
in the right road, but alſo containing the fulleſt ad- 
monition and deſcriptive information of the feveral 
marks, by which he might diſtinguiſh the wrong; 
and, if he was wiſe, he would fo thoroughly ac- 
quaint himſelf with all thoſe peculiar characters, 
that he might ſecurely purſue his journey, certain 
of being in the right road. 
Bauch a journey all men mean to travel through 
the paths of their religion; and to Chriſt ians ſuch 
a directory are the authentic ſcriptures of the 
two covenants. The prophecies of thoſe ſacred 
books, eſpecially thoſe of the New Covenant, form: 
that part of the direc ory in particular, which con- 
tains the deſcriptive marks and warnings by which 
alone we can diſcern the difference between the 
ways of Chriſt and thoſe of Antichriſt. He therc- 
fore who does not fo clearly underſtand that im- 
portant part of the directory, as to be able to 
explain and point out all thofe tokens of the fata 
antichriſtian deviation, which have, as yet, occur- 
red to the preſent and preceding ages, is ſo far 


from being qualified to be a 8 to others, that 


he 
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he can have no rational ſatis faction of being in the 


right road of Chriſtianity himſelf. 
Well convinced of this plain truth, I have long 


turned my ſtudious attention to the meaning of the 
Chriſtian prophecies; and have received from them, 
to my own mind, the ſatisfactory intelligence that 


was to be expected. LI have already ſtated to the pub- 


5 lic, what I underſtand to be the objects of the mot 


material parts of thoſe prophecies; and have it now 
in contemplation, if the very extraordinary circum- 
ſtances of the preſent times will permit me ſafely 
to do fo, to publiſh a regular conſiſtent explana- 
tion of that truly important, but ſtrangely diſre- 


garded book, the Revelation of Jeſus Chriſt. Let 


Mr. Simpſon then or any other clergyman of what- 
ſoever rank or ſect, who accuſes me of error and a 
miſrepreſentation of the ſcriptures, publiſh a more 


rational, ſatisfactory interpretation of the fame pro- 


phecies; ſhew us that they are not completed in 


== the objects to which I have applied them; and 
point out to us what other religion but that of the 
= orthodox Church of Conſtantine, in ſome countrics 
under the papal, in others under a proteſtant form, 


= has been eſtabliſhed by the civil power above 1200 
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= years, within that pollarchy of ſeparate ſtates which 
= aroſe out of the ruins of the weſtern empire, and 
did not embrace, much leſs begin to eſtabliſh that 
religion, in their ſeveral dominions, before the ſixth 


century of the Chriſtian æra. If Mr. Simpſon will 
perform this, the world will ſee, and I will readily 


acknowledge that, he underſtands the ſacred ſcrip- 


tures much better than I do. On the contrary, if 
he 1s unable clearly to expound rhoſe prophecies, 
as far as they have been already fulfilled, it is 
not poſſible for him to diſtinzuiſh .Chriſt from 

Antichriſt; 
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Antichriſt ; nor to underſtand that Goſpel he pre- 
fumes to preach. And, if ſo, to ſay nothing of 
the dangerous, as well as illiberal, charlatanery oi 
a man's making a gain by profeſſing to inſtruc 
others in a moſt important ſcience of which he 
himſelf is ignorant, his caſe is, at beſt, only that 
of a blind leader of the blind, and to ſuch the only 
proſpect, that I can find, afforded in the hol; 


ſcriptures is that, they ſpall both fall nts 


the pit. 
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